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SERIOUS REMONSTRANCE, 

&C. &Cw 



Dear Sir, 
If, in your recent proceedings, you have thought 
of us at all, you will, we doubt not, have supposed, 
that your letter explanatory of your secession from 
the Church of England, has been read by us, with 
deep and painful interest. And we think we 
should not be doing justice either to you or to 
ourselves, if we did not, with all openness and 
sincerity, inform you of the effect it has produced 
upon our minds. 

We have known you in your earlier days, whett 
'* the candle of the Lord shined upon you,'* when, 
under the happiest auspices^ you began your 
ministerial course in this town,* and won the 
affections of all, not more by the eloquence of 
your preaching, than by the simplicity of your 

* Mr. Sibthorp was ordained priest, on a title given by the late 
Rev. John Scott, to the Curacy of St. Mary's in Hull. 
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faith, the fervour of your devotion, and the depth 
of your humility. It is impossible for us to regard 
your conduct with indifference, or to be affected 
by it no more deeply than we should have been 
by that of a perfect stranger, who, like you, had 
fallen into grievous error. We have strong feel- 
ings mingling with our firm convictions — feelings 
not of bitterness ; or if so— not of the bitterness of 
anger but of grief, towards one whom we loved as 
a brother, with whom we " took sweet counsel 
together, and walked in the house of God as 
friends." Is it then possible that we could wit- 
ness your gradual declension without regret, and 
your grievous fall without alarm? We have 
hitherto mourned over you in silence, but the time 
is come when we are constrained to speak ; and 
even if our words should be uttered in vain ; we 
shall not regret the measure we are now taking. 
If our advice and warning cannot reach you, yet 
our prayers may ; and ** God forbid that we 
should sin against the Lord, in ceasing to pray 
for you ! " 

You profess in your letter, to give only " some 
of the reasons" (p. 2.) which have decided your 
course, ** though confessedly such as chiefly have 
weight" with you. We shall not, then, be 
deemed presumptuous, if we conclude, that, at all 
events, we have before us, in a condensed form, 
the substance of your argument against the church 
you have left, and in favour of that to which you 
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have now attached yourself. May we then hope, 
that if we can prove the fallacy of the reasonings^ 
which, by your own acknowledgment, have in- 
duced you to take this course ; you will submit with 
Christian humility to ** the shame of one more 
recantation," and will retrace the steps by which 
you have gone astray ? 

We will follow you in the *' narrative of what 
has been passing in your own mind, and has issued 
in" your present connexion with the Church of 
Rome. We do so, with the greater interest, be- 
cause we are of the number of those who know 
from your own lips, that ** in early life you sought 
admission into that church, and that but for the 
interference of the law, being then under age, you 
would have joined her." (p. 3.) And perhaps you 
will allow us to remind you, that in alluding to this 
event, you expressed yourself tons in the strongest 
terms of gratitude to God for having preserved 
you from the snare into which your youth and ig- 
norance would then have betrayed you. Little 
did we who heard you thus speak, imagine, 
that after a lapse of fifteen or twenty years, you 
could so far forget the feelings to which, in our 
hearing, you gave most cordial and unsolicited 
utterance, as to declare that " the remembrance 
of the devotional feelings you then had, never 
entirely quitted you during subsequent years." 
Undoubtedly, you remembered your earlier feel- 
ings at the time to which we allude, as distinctly 

B 2 
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as you can do now ; but we are certain that you 
remembered them with a degree of horror, hu- 
miliation, and regret, strikingly in contrast with 
your present favourable recollections of them. 
When therefore you say : ** An impression, and in 
the main a correct one, remained on my mind, 
that there was among members of the Catholic 
church, a dedication to the claims and duties of 
Christianity, an admission of the influence of their 
belief upon their ordinary life and devotions, — 
a sort of absorbing interest in their religion, which 
sustained in me a lingering afiection towards them, 
while I openly condemned what I honestly be- 
lieved to be the errors of their creed "—we can 
only infer that your present " absorbing interest" 
in Romanism^ has obliterated or obscured your 
recollection of the actual feelings which you then 
so freely expressed. We should be glad if this sug- 
gestion might lead you to reconsider, with more 
care and attention than you have yet done, the 
thoughts which at the period referred to, were 
really passing in your mind. 

We come now to the more important part of 
your narrative, in which you explain what appears 
to have been the turning point in your career. 
Your words are: (p. 5.) "About five years since, 
in the course of my ministry at Ryde, I was led to 
review the Jewish economy, or the church under 
the Old Testament dispensation. The subject 
came minutely under my notice, while engaged 
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in a series of lectures on the Levitical law and in- 
stitutions. You cannot require proof that these 
had a typical character. It is universally admitted 
that they were typical of something better — ' of 
good things to come/ from Israel viewed as a na- 
tion, down to the smallest ornaments of the taber- 
nacle, respecting which Jehovah had said, * See 
that thou make all things according to the pattern 
that was showed thee in the mount.' " 

We here stop to show a double fallacy in your 
reasoning on the acknowledged typical character 
of the Levitical dispensation. 

1 . First, you have not the slightest ground from 
Scripture to conclude, that " every thing down to 
the smallest ornaments of the tabernacle," was 
typical of something future. That many things 
were, we allow ; that all things were, we deny ; 
and if they were, some of them would tell strongly 
against you, as we may have occasion to show 
hereafter ; but it is enough for our present purpose 
to say, that your assertion is entirely without the 
capability of proof; and that it therefore will form 
no foundation whatever for an argument. 

2. Secondly, your reasoning proceeds on an 
assumption altogether at variance with the true 
nature and significancy of a type. For a type, 
though it has some necessary resemblance to its an- 
titype, is not of the same nature, but is manifestly 
and in every way inferior. A white garment, for 
instance, may in one dispensation, typify purity 
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in another, but it does not typify some other white 
garment like itself. Ornaments — the smallest or- 
naments — may typify something moral and spiri- 
tual ; as the bells and pomegranates on the priest's 
vesture^ may typify the union of profession and 
fruitfulness in the Christian church, but they do 
not and cannot typify any corresponding decora- 
tion of vestments. Now your reasoning all turns 
on the false supposition that a type is the same 
thing as a pattern ; and by confounding things 
which differ, in the progress of your argument, 
you lose sight altogether of the true meaning of a 
type. Let this misconception be corrected, and 
your conclusion may be thus stated. '*The 
Levitical system in every part, was designed to 
be an exact pattern or counterpart of the Chris- 
tian system in every part ; and as Moses was re- 
quired to make all things according to the pattern 
showed him in the mount, so the founders of the 
Christian Church were required to construct the 
whole of the Christian system in exact correspon- 
dence with the Levitical/* The command to Moses 
is clearly revealed in the word of God ; show us 
the other, and we will acknowledge the validity 
of your argument. 

It may be answered : There is no need for such 
a command ; for Jesus Christ, being the Founder 
of his own church, was able so to construct it^ 
without any revelation at all, and certainly with- 
out any of which we have the power to take cog- 
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nizance. We admit it ; but then the question is 
narrowed to one oi fact, and we have but to in- 
quire how Christ did frame his Church. Did he 
adopt the Levitical model ? Did he either, him- 
self establish, or enjoin his disciples to establish 
such a scheme of worship ? In the law every- 
thing is minutely prescribed. Where is the Le- 
viticus of the New Testament ? or where, in the 
New Testament, are we referred to the Leviticus 
of the Old as the model on which the Ecclesiasti- 
cal system of the church is to be formed ? 

The foundation then of your reasoning from the 
types of the Old Testament, sinks like a quicks 
sand under the structure you are erecting upon it ; 
and consequently, we might leave all your reason- 
ings on this subject to fall by themselves, without 
a single effort to give them further confutation. 
But as you seem to value the argument highly, 
we will proceed to take it to pieces, and to show 
you how completely worthless and insignificant 
it is in all its parts. 

You first ask the question : (p. 6) " Where is 
the antitype of this typical dispensation ? " And 
then reply ; *' I naturally sought it in a careful com- 
parison of the Christian dispensation with these 
types, and I found one immediate answer to my 
inquiry, and full of holy and consolatory instruc- 
tion. They had an accomplishment in Christ, 
as is largely shown by the Apostle to the Hebrews. 
He is the typical temple, high priest, and victim ; 



Digitized by 



Google 



& 

his blood and righteousness, mediation, and inter- 
cession, ministry, character and offices were pre- 
figured by what went before." Here we cordially 
agree with you ; nor have we much to question in 
what follows : *' The types of the Mosaic economy 
have not their only accomplishment in the blessed 
Saviour, or in Christ personally. He, it is clear, was 
not the typified Israel, nor the mount Zion, nor 
the Holy City, nor solely the Temple; neither 
did the shew^bread, or incense, or seven-branched 
candlestick, or Levitical ministry prefigure Him, 
or his work and office only.*' It will, we suppose, 
be generally admitted, that most if not the whole 
of these particulars have typical reference to the 
Church of Christ ; or to some blessings connected 
with that Church. Be this, however, as it may, 
we are not inclined to controvert the point with 
you ; but we do most seriously object to the 
mode in which you reach the following inference. 
^* If all the typical institutions," you say, ** of 
the old dispensation found their sole and entire 
accomplishment in Christ ; why are any continued 
in the Christian Church correspondent with them ? 
Why are there any sacraments, any separate ordain- 
ed ministry, any sacrifice, any visible form of the 
Church, &c. ? Would you not find it impossible to 
establish any of these Christian blessings or privi- 
leges without thus confounding type yfithpattern^ of 
which you here furnish us with so plain an instance? 
Is not the positive command and appointment of 
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the Son of God, a better basis for sacraments, for 
an ordained ministry, and for a visible form of the 
Church, than is to be found in any mere resem- 
blances, even though they should be really types, 
which yours are not ? We say nothing about 
** sacrifice,'* because in the sense in which a 
Romanist uses the word, we acknowledge but one 
sacrifice, once offered to bear the sin of many. 

Our reason for believing that Israel, Mount 
Zion, the Holy City, typified the Church, is sim- 
ply that they are represented as doing so in Holy 
Scripture, and where we have not this divine light 
to guide us, we are in perpetual danger of mis- 
taking our own fancies or those of other men for 
types. 

As we feel that we have much stronger warrant 
for our views respecting the foundation on which 
the Christian Ministry, and sacramental institu- 
tions rest, than those to which you appeal, we 
are under no apprehension that, when your argu- 
ment fails, we should be compelled to follow cer- 
tain *' sectarians," who hold that the Church 
should be ** purely spiritual, without distinct 
ministry." We have the sure Word of God ; you, 
nothing but shadows^ which you dignify with the 
name of types. We are compelled then directly 
to negative your conclusion, that " the Church 
under the Old Testament was a close type of the 
Church under the New.** (p. 8.) 

From this false inference, which you style a 



Digitized by 



Google 



10 

*' guiding truth," you attempt to trace " some of 
the principal points in which this correspondence 
must ( — this is your word, not may, but must) — ex- 
ist between the typifying and the typified church." 
You never seem to suspect that there can be the 
slightest difficulty in accommodating the type to 
the antitype, or any ambiguity which leaves room 
for doubt, or any unbending difference between 
the two institutes of Moses and of Christ, which 
no ingenuity can reconcile, because they were 
never designed to harmonize? The similitude is 
to be plain and obvious throughout ; and to an in- 
attentive reader of your letter, it might seem to be 
so ; but you must permit us to say, that this simi* 
litude could only have been produced by a most 
cautious selection of materials, and not by a fair 
and full examination of the whole question on both 
sides. 

In order that proof of our assertion may not be 
wanting, we will pay particular attention to the 
various correspondences between the Jewish and 
Christian churches, which you have submitted to 
our notice, and then advert to other features, 
which, on your principle — that one is a close type 
of the other — ought to correspond, but which 
either have no agreement whatever, or stand in 
direct contrast and opposition. 

1 . Your first point of correspondence is that of 
UNITY ; concerning which you thus state your 
sentiments (p. 8) : "I found the former " — 
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namely the type — " to be a compact, united body, 
really and visibly united in all its parts, combin- 
ing a number of provincial, and locally separate . 
portions in one religious nation or people ; com- 
bining them in a most strict, perfect, and evident 
unity of faith, of worship, of laws, of discipline, of 
religious ordinances, and even of minute cere- 
monies; no variety permitted, — no departure 
from the oneness demanded being sanctioned 
in any individual. Such was the ancient Israel, 
and if typical of the Church, such should be the 
Israel of God under the New Testament." 

You will allow, we suppose, that the will and 
appointment of God is the true foundation on 
which each of these churches, with their several 
institutions, ultimately rest ; and that God was not 
ynderany obligation, when he had formed one 
church after a peculiar model, to construct the 
other on precisely the same model. But if this 
reasonable concession be made — and we see not 
how it is to be withheld — then your reasoning is 
utterly inconclusive, for it goes wholly on the 
supposition, that the Christian must be like the 
Jewish, because the Jewish is the type of the 
Christian ! How loose is all such argument ! how 
contradictory to the plainest matter of fact ! Let 
us turn from the shadowy region of hypothesis 
founded in imagined typical resemblances, '' to 
the law and to the testimony." He who ** runs 
may read " that for every minute particular re- 
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specting Jewish worship, there was express com- 
mand from God ; that command, not written on 
• the sandy shore of tradition, to be obliterated by 
the successive waves of passing generations, but 
on the imperishable page of Inspiration. Give us 
the same authority for every religious observance 
under the Christian dispensation, and the contro- 
versy is at an end. But without such authority, 
it is the height of arrogance in any man, or in any 
section of the Church, to insist upon a kind of 
unity, extending to most minute ceremonies, which 
you say, ought to be found in the Church of 
Christ. 

Permit us further to suggest, that in this para- 
graph, you unwittingly sanction that monstrous 
principle of persecution for which the Church of 
Rome ever has contended, and it is to be feared, 
ever will. " No variety," you maintain, was per- 
mitted, in the typical Church ; and the inference 
is not to be evaded, that none ought to be per- 
mitted in that Church which is the antitype. 

Should you here allege, that Christ and his 
Apostles gave us certain directions respecting 
Christian worship, as Moses, by divine command, 
had given respecting Jewish worship ; we have 
nothing to do but to ask for chapter and verse, to 
settle the dispute ; then, however, all your reason- 
ing from the type to the antitype will be entirely 
needless. Such would doubtless have been your 
course, had you not known that there is nothing in 
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the New Testament, savouring of the precise and 
systematic arrangement of the externals of divine 
worship, but everything the very reverse. 

2. Your second point of resemblance is that of 
Primacy, or Headship, which you maintain in the 
following language (pp. 8, 9) : ** At the head of 
this body, nation, or church, was one supreme 
dignitary of priestly order, invested by God with 
singular prerogatives, ruling in perpetual succes- 
sion over Israel, until the Lord should come ; in 
his person, offices and residence, a centre of unity 
to the whole nation, a representative on earth of 
the Divine High Priest in heaven." 

Your own mental perceptions cannot have been 
very clear, when you penned this last sentence. 
Whatdivine High Priest was there thtn in Heaven, 
for Aaron and his sons to represent ? The Priest- 
hood of the Son of God was not assumed, in any 
part of it, till he became a sacrifice for sin, nor did 
its office commence in Heaven, till he '' ascended 
up on high, led captivity captive, and received 
gifts for men.*' Consequently, here your analogy 
or correspondence fails in its most essential parti- 
cular. 

On this point, a most complete refutation of 
your whole scheme of interpretation, might easily 
be collected out of the Epistle to the Hebrews 
alone. You grant that the types had an accom- 
plishment in Christ, and rightly refer to this 
epistle for proof. We refer to it, for the further 
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proof, that vrith reference to the High-priesthood, 
they had in Christ their exclusive and perfect ac- 
complishment. The Apostle teaches us, that as 
High Priest, Christ never would have any suc- 
cessor. He argues that succession implies the 
failure of Him who had preceded. For, while the 
priests of the law *' were not suffered to continue 
by reason of death y this man, because he continueth 
ever, hath an unchangeable'' — that is, as the rea- 
soning implies, an untransferable — ^** priesthood."* 
He can need no successor, because ^* he ever liveth 
to make intercession" for his people. t He requires 
no vicar or substitute to fill his place on earth, be- 
<^ause he himself never leaves it. How can he 
who has said, " Where two or three are gathered 
together in my name, there am I in the midst of 
them,"J want a vicegerent upon earth ? What 
greater absurdity was ever palmed upon the cre- 
dulity of mankind ? 

3. Your third feature of resemblance (p, 9), is 
that which you suppose to exist between the 
Priests and Levites of the old dispensation, and 
the Christian ministry in its several branches, 
under the New. But, with the exception of such a 
remote kind of correspondence, as may be fairly 
presumed to exist between different institutions 
ordained by God, for ends in many respects simi- 
lar, we shall find little or nothing of the kind of 

* Heb. vii. 23, 24. f Ibid. vii. 25. J Matt xvUi. 20. 
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parallelism, for which you plead. The Priesthood, 
in its strict and proper sense, continued only till 
the coming of Christ. Christian Ministers are no- 
where called Priests in the New Testament; 
Christian people are called so, in a lax, yet im- 
portant sense; "Ye are a royal priesthood/'* 
As to Levites, there is no service in the Christian 
Church, in which persons bearing an official cha- 
racter similar to their's, can be employed. You 
represent them as being continually engaged '' in 
the instruction of the people ;" but this seems to 
be a mistake. The prophets, who were not neces- 
sarily, either of the Levitical or Priestly order, 
held this office. A fact of itself, at direct variance 
with the practice of that Church which avowedly 
adopts the Mosaic ritual as its model. 

4. You pass hastily over the topic of sacrifice, 
(P* 9>) y^t say sufficient to prove, that, in your judg- 
ment, the Christian Church, ought like its prede- 
cessor, to ofier sacrifices — we mean sacrifices not of 
prayer and praise only — but of atonement The 
Epistle to the Hebrews, on this subject also, is 
entirely against you. For it is there expressly main- 
tained, that " we are sanctified through the offering 
of Christ, once for all^ — that, ** by owe offering 
Christ hath perfected for ever them that are sanc- 
tified," that where remission of sins is, " there is 
no more offering for sin," Yet the Church of 

• 1 Peter ii. 9. 
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Rome, in defiance of such authority, declares, 
that '' in the sacrifice of the mass is offered to 
God, a true, proper and propitiatory sacrifice for 
the living and the dead." * The Apostle argues 
that Christ does not need, as the Jewish High 
Priests did, ** daily to offer sacrifice for sin, for- this 
he did once^ when he offered up himself; " t ^^^ 
again ; ''Christ is not entered into the holy places 
which are the figures of the true, but into heaven 
itself, now to appear in the presence of God for us. 
Nor yet that he should offer himself often, ... for 
then he must often have suffered, since the foun- 
dation of the world ; but now once in the end of 
the world, hath he appeared to put away sin, by 
the sacrifice of himself." ** Christ was once of- 
fered to bear the sins of many/':J; After these tes- 
timonies, which no sophistry can set aside, will 
you, Dear Sir, allow yourself to be carried away 
by the dubious style of argument into which an 
excessive fondness for subtle analogies, may, in 
an incautious moment, have betrayed you ? We 
would still hope better things of you^ and things 
which accompany salvation^ though, from real 
love to you, and from deep interest in your per- 
sonal welfare, we are compelled to speak as we do. 
5. Your fifth supposed correspondence (p. 9.) 
between the type and the antitype, though not 
stated with much clearness and precision, refers 

* Creed of Pope Pius IV. f Heb. vii. 27. 

X Heb. ix. 24, 28. 
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to what you call a " real and not merely ispiritual, 
figurative or imaginary presence of God himself in 
his earthly temple." We have yet to learn that a 
spiritual presence is not quite as real, though it 
may be less perceptible than a visible presence. 
The type of the Shechinah had, as we conceive, 
its best and most perfect antitype in that spiritual 
presence with which God has promised to bless 
those in every age "who worship Him in spirit 
and in truth." If by coupling the word ifnaginarj/ 
with the word spiritual^ you would insinuate, as 
you seem to do, that purely spiritual blessings are 
imaginary, we can only regret that your new creed 
has already made such havoc of your older and 
better principles, as to render you insensible to 
one of the most important distinctions, in *' the 
things that belong to your peace." 

You speak of ** sculptured cherubim," of which 
you make the angels, who are represented as being 
present in Christian assemblies^ the counterpart 
or antitype. In this there is something more 
really typical than in any other of your adduced 
resemblances. Yet you return immediately to 
patterns which are no types. 

6. In the Levitical dispensation, you inform 
us (p. 9.) " there was an impressive and mag- 
nificent RITUAL, every ceremony of which was 
symbolical and instructive." But instead of ex- 
plaining the symbols, and shewing how they were 
superseded by that which they signified, you only 
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addooe them in evidence^ that we should now have 
some other synabols of the same kind. 

7. The questions of authority, uniformity, 
and CATHOLICITY, come next under review. On 
the first, you show (p. 10.) that all, "from Dan to 
Beersheba, were in fealty and submission to the 
supremacy of the one High Priest ; " on the next, 
that none might lawfully '* recognize or use any 
other sacred ministry, than that of the tribe of 
Levi and the house of Aaron ; " on the third, that 
'* wherever an Israelite journeyed in that land, he 
found one creed, one faith, one religious rite, one 
harmonious agreement even in the minutest points 
of ceremonial worship." 

These topics all bring us back to that which has 
been sufficiently discussed, under the head of 
unity. We are not to rest weighty questions like 
these, upon fancied typical correspondences, as 
you seem to do, without warrant of Holy Scrip- 
ture to sanction our interpretations. Still less are 
we to condemn those who cannot see a type where 
we fancy one, or who are unable to agree with us, 
in " the minutest points of ceremonial worship." 
And we argue thus, without reference to those 
parts of the New Testament which enjoin us to 
regard the gospel of Christ as set in opposition 
to the law ; which teach us that instead of being 
like the abrogated ceremonial of Judaism a grievous 
yoke, it is perfect freedom ; that it is a " perfect 
law of liberty ; " and which charge us to " stand 
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fast in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made 
us free and not to be again entangled with the 
yoke of bondage." 

It now becomes necessary for us to remark, that 
while you carefully enumerate correspondences 
between Judaism and Christianity, you as cau- 
tiously avoid all allusion to their essential differ- 
ences. Still less are you disposed to meddle with 
those differences which are to be traced between 
the hierarchy of Israel and that of Rome. We 
have hereto remind you of your own position, that 
the Church of the Old Testament was a **c/ew€ 
type *• of the Church under the New. 

We inquire then 

1st, Since the priesthood of the law was a 
married priesthood, why does the Romish Church 
forbid marriage to her religious orders ? 

2ndly, Since in the type, the High Priest's^ 
office was hereditary^ how comes it to pass that 
in the antitype it should become elective ? 

3rdly, What precedent does the Jewish Church 
afford for the College of Cardinals, in which is 
vested the mighty function of choosing Christ's 
vicar for him ? 

4thly, Whereas the High Priest among the 
Jews had, by the Mosaic Institute no legislative 
authority whatever; how comes it to pass that 
Popes claim the power not only to exercise tem- 
poral dominion in their own territories, but to give 
law to nations, to depose rtionarchs, to bear the 

c 2 
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title of *' king of kings and monarch of the world/' 
to hold the two-edged sword of divine power, to 
excel the mightiest sovereigns of the earth as far 
as the sun excels the moon, to apply to themselves 
the language of God to the prophet ; " See I have 
set thee over the nations and over the kingdoms to 
root out and to pull down, and to destroy and to 
throw down and to build up ; '* * to compel em- 
perors to hold their stirrup, to lead their horse; 
to kiss their toe, and to receive from them the au- 
thority to reign over their own subjects ? Is any 
parallel to be found to this, in the descendants of 
Aaron — at least till the Maccabean race, without 
any divine authority, became priestly warriors 
under extraordinary circumstances ? 

Surely, points of difference might more easily 
be multiplied than points of agreement ; and we 
are certain you would have found it so, had ypu 
gone five years ago, to the consideration of the 
question, with an unbiassed mind. But even then, 
dear Sir, you had begun to tamper with the sim- 
ple truth of the gospel, and hence were the more 
easily persuaded to see pothing adverse to, but every- 
thing in favour of Rome, in your investigations of 
the Levitical constitution. Without some preju- 
dice of this kind, you would scarcely have dis- 
covered in the ** seven -braqched candlestick," a. 
type of the seven sacraments of Rome ; nor would 

* Jer. i. 10, 
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have rushed to the conclusion, that the Saviour's 
prayer for the unity of his church, was to be an- 
swered by that kind. of unity, which has at any 
time subsisted under the Papal hierarchy. 

Here, a new field of inquiry opens before us. 
Because Christ had prayed for the unity of the 
Church, and St. Paul had declared, " There is one 
body and one spirit .... one Lord, one faith, oiie 
baptism ; " you first infer (p. 12.) that there must 
be such a church on earth, and then show that 
*' no protestant sect** presents " the slightest cor- 
respondence with it. Having looked to the An- 
glican church, and found she was not the church, 
for she never professed to be more than a part of 
it ; you glance at the multitude of sects among 
protestants and ask, *' Could such disorder be the 
designed fulfilment of a type of such holy order ? 
such disunion be the rightful substance of a 
shadow marked by an entire harmony of its parts, 
and perfect oneness of outline ? Ingenuity could 
not trace a resemblance." 

In these remarks you first overlook a distinction 
which you were not wont to esteem unimportant, 
•^—between the visible and invisible church ; and 
then assume what is not borne out by facts. 

We hold, that among all true believers in Christ, 
a vital and essential union with each other exists, 
as the natural effect of the connexion of each with 
that mystical body of which Christ is the Living 
Head. In this common bond, are many united in 



Digitized by 



Google 



22 

spirit, who are yet severed in denomination, and 
discordant in their views of the nature and consti- 
tution of the visible church. And we look for- 
ward, with cheering expectation, to that period, 
when in our Father's house above, we shall asso- 
ciate with many who could not join our religious 
assemblies and services on e^rth. Yet we never 
cease to deplore the differences which prevail 
among us, and to desire those clearer manifesta- 
tions of divine truth, which shall render the church 
of Christ visibly onCy as we sincerely believe it will 
still become, notwithstanding all present appear- 
ances to the contrary. We must however, declare^ 
with all seriousness of mind, that we much prefer 
the present condition of the Church, with all its 
lamentable divisions and separations, to that kind 
of unity of which Rome makes so bold and so un- 
justifiable a boast. 

The perfect unity of the Church of Rome, is 
by you confidently assumed instead of being prot;ed 
in the following words : '* When I looked to the 
primitive church of the first six centuries, I found 
an exact correspondence with the type." What ! 
were there no divisions, no separations in the 
church during these six ages ? Was the Christian 
worship throughout this period, conducted with 
the exact uniformity of the Jewish worship ? Did 
no unauthorized teachere protrude themselves 
into the ministerial olBSce, without episcopal sanc- 
tion ? What means the early note of remon- 
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strance and complaint in the epistles to the Co- 
rinthians and Galatians? ''I hear that there are 
divisions among you," — ** Every one of you saith 
I am of Paul ; and I of Apollos ; and I of Cephas ; 
and I of Christ." Were all teachers subject to 
one acknowledged Head ? Why does the Apostle 
exclaim : " I would they were cut off that trouble 
you ? " As the stream of time rolled on, vexa- 
tions of this kind were perpetually multiplied. 
The reiterated injuncti<ms to unity contained in 
the writings of the early fathers, especially in 
those of Ignatius, are no insignificant tokens that 
divisions were continually becoming more com* 
mon and more injurious ; and all the authority of 
the most zealous and devoted bishops and martyrs 
of the church was insufficient to restrain the grow- 
ing evil. Separation soon took a decided form ; 
and the existence of Montanists in the age of 
Tertullian, and of Novatians in that of Cyprian, at 
the close of the second and the beginning of the 
third century, proves how impossible it was for 
the Christian Church to keep its members as 
closely within one visible communion, as the 
Jewish Church had done in preceding ages. So 
much for that " exact correspondence with the 
type," (p. 13.) which furnishes you with an occa- 
sion of depreciating Protestantism and of extolling 
Romanism. 

You proceed; (p. 13.) "When I also looked 
back to the ancient Church of England, as first 
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formed by St. Augustine, I found the most entire 
agreement, and an actual^ visible, professed one* 
ness with that Apostolic Churchy as it had existed 
for six centuries." We may here ask ; Was the 
ancient Church of England first formed by the monk 
Augustine whom Gregory the first sent on his mis* 
sion to this country ? Have we no records of a Chris-^ 
tian church in Britain of an earlier date ? Can you 
be ignorant of the fact, that Augustine founds on his 
arrival. Christians and Christian Bishops, who were 
disposed to dispute with him against the papal 
claims ? But for you to admit all this ; for you to 
admit atiU further that the disputes between the 
parties about the keeping of Easter, proved the 
British church to be a scion of the Greek and not 
of the Roman church, would have marred the 
lovely picture of unity which you endeavour to 
present to the readers of your letter. 

You grant that, at a subsequent period, (p. 13.) 
^* the catholic body had been lopped of some of 
its limbs by the severing strokes of heresy and 
schism." Now this very admission proves, what 
makes against your analogical argument, that there 
was not an ** exact correspondency between the 
type and the antitype." For no such "lopping" 
took place under the Mosaic institute. The rea- 
son of all which is very plain. Grod did not in- 
tend the Christian Church to be tied down by 
those stringent bonds of uniformity which, in his 
infinite wisdom, he had seen to be necessary for 
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the Jewish Church. The Romish Church did not 
understand this essential difference between the 
two dispensations, and therefore it took to the 
system of " lopping " by anathemas ; by excom- 
munications ; by persecutions with fire and «word; 
by inquisitions with their accompaniments — racks 
and tortures and Autos de F6. 

Yet to such a church you join yourself under 
the notion (alas how vain !) that you thereby join 
yourself " to the church 'of the whole earth.'* 
Marvellous infatuation ! Can you have persuaded 
yourself that the Church of Rome really possesses 
this cor..prehensive property, which she has so 
long arrogated to herself? Were there no churches 
in existence before the Church of Rome? Or 
was she the rod of Aaron which swallowed up all 
other rods ? Did the Church of Carthage under 
Cyprian bow to her authority ? Did the Greek 
Church yield to her lofty claims of Primacy? 
Have all the Eastern Churches taken refuge under 
her wing? How is she the church of the whole 
earth ? You know, dear Sir, that she can only be 
called so, because she has dared to unchurch all 
Christian communities which have raised a voice 
against her tyrannical usurpations, and claimed 
for themselves the right to regulate their own 
affairs. Seriously ask yourself, we beseech you, 
as in the sight of Him who searcheth all hearts, 
whether you have not, by your late rash act, 
joined yourself to the most corrupt and withered 
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branch in Christendom, rather than to '' the 
church of the whole earth ! " 

We have followed you at greater length than we 
intended, through your analogical argument in 
favour of the Church of Rome, inasmuch as, for 
two reasons, you lay considerable stress on it 
(p. 14), first, because you have seldom found it 
'' more than hinted at in modern theological 
works :'" and secondly, because it was " that 
which first influenced your own mind, presenting 
to it what seemed cogent reasons for regarding the 
Catholic Church in communion with the see of 
Rome, as claiming your avowed allegiance.'' 

You now advance to another line of argument ; 
in which you attempt to show the necessity of a 
'•centre of unity" (p. 15). '* Every well-established 
kingdom" — you observe, " has its central govern- 
ment, acting both as its effective executive, and 
as that which combines together, regulates and 
invigorates all the subordinate authorities and 
otherwise scattered parts. It cannot subsist with* 
out it, no more than the body without a head." 
You then infer, " It would be incredible that 
Christ should leave his kingdom in the world, 
without any fixed government, or that government 
without an essential to all governments, a supreme 
executive and centre of unity." Such is your 
argument from analogy. Now, it is clear, that all 
analogical reasoning must fail, at those very points 
where the analogy itself fails. Every kingdom 
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must have a head , the Church has a head. A 
kingdom must have a temporal the Church a 
spiritual hediA. The head of a kingdom is the 
executive government ; the head of the Church is 
Christ; and He is its only Supreme Governor. 
All power belongs to Him in heaven and on earth ; 
and woe be to that man who dares to snatch the 
sceptre from his hand ! So far the analogy holds^ 
but press it to the point required by your argu- 
ment, and it breaks down beneath you. Christ 
has not left his kingdom on earth without a 
government, because he has not left it at all. He 
has appointed no earthly centre of unity, because 
he ever holds in his own hands the reins of 
government over his church. All your reasoning 
takes for granted that Christ cannot perform his 
own work without a substitute. As Protestants, we 
deny that there is any such want of power or will 
to guide and keep his church ; and this is our reason 
for rejecting those proud assumptions of Rome, 
which, in an evil hour, you have been induced ta 
advocate. You charge Protestants with ** setting 
at defiance the testimony of nature, reason, fact, 
antiquity, and scripture." We maintain that we 
yield due deference to each, and supreme deference 
to the last. 

To scripture, however, you immediately turn, 
endeavouring to prove from it, that Peter was insti- 
tuted the Primate of the Christian Church, (p. 16) 
In this argument little room is left for anything 
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new. Your first quotation is from Matt. xvi. 
16 — 19; in which Simon Peter makes this noble 
confession, " Thou art Christ the son of the living 
God!" to which the Saviour replies, " Thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock will I build my Church, 
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it ; 
and I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom 
of heaven," &c. 

On this passage some important questions have 
to be answered before your explanation of it can 
be received. It is well known that from the ear- 
liest times, a different interpretation of it from yours, 
has been given. Can that text then, be so very 
clear as Romanists now contend, which, in the 
times nearest to the Apostolic age, was explained 
in diverse senses ? Some, as Augustine, under- 
stood by the Rock, Christ himself, supposing the 
Saviour to point to his own person when he said^ 
** Upon this rock will I build my Church." Others, 
among whom we may name Cyprian and Jerome, 
suppose Peter to be referred to, only as the repre- 
sentative of all the other apostles. But, perhaps, 
the most eminent of the Fathers, and we are 
happy to agree with them, regard Peter's confes-^ 
sion as the rock — a rock of doctrine,— on which the 
whole superstructure of Christian truth was to be 
built. The names of Chrysostom, Hilary, Theo- 
doret, and Origen, sanction this explanation ^ But 

* See Barrow on the Pope's Supremacy, p. 87. 
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without entering more fully into this controversy^ 
we may ask, is it not strange that so vast a power 
as that involved in the Primacy of Rome, should 
rest on the authority of a text, which was thus 
variously interpreted by the early Fathers ? 

Were we, however, to grant, that Peter is here 
meant by the rock, we should still be far short of 
the point necessary to connect the divine promise 
with the Roman see. For first, we have not a word 
in the passage referring to his successors; and, 
therefore, we have no ground for supposing that 
they are included in the Saviour's commission. 
Then the question occurs ; Was Peter ever Bishop 
of Rome? The preponderance of evidence is 
against the supposition. The Apostles made others 
Bishops, but, unless James bore that title as pre- 
siding Apostle of Jerusalem, we have no reason to 
conclude, that any of them adopted it, or were in 
a condition to discharge its duties. 

But if, as the Papal authorities contend, Peter 
received the Primacy from Christ, when the words 
now under consideration were spoken; then the 
Council of Trent has to extricate itself from a great 
difficulty ; for that council compels men to believe 
under pain of anathema, that Christ ordained his 
Apostles Priests when he said, the night before 
his death, ** Do this in remembrance of me." It 
follows hence, that Peter was Primate when he 
was no Priest. Supposing the dignity of which 
we speak to have been conferred at this early pe- 
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riod of Peter's course, how, was it possible that 
the disciples should be found afterwards disputing 
among themselves, " Who should be the greatest?" 
and how are we to account for the fact, that Christ 
solved the vexatious question, by setting a tittle 
child, and not St. Peter, in the midst ? Or if St. 
Paul had known to whom he was speaking, how 
could he, in the presence of the Church at An- 
tioch, have withstood the Prince of the Apostles 
to the face, and dared to censure his conduct ? 

It is impossible to answer these questions with- 
out coming to the conclusion that Peter had no 
such prerogatives as you contend for. But if he 
had, what has Rome to do with them ? 

The giving of the keys to Peter, is by some sup- 
posed to refer to his being the^r^^ to preach the 
^gospel to Jews and Gentiles. But it is manifest 
that such an office is not and cannot be in perpe- 
tuity. It expires with the act by which it is 
accomplished ; be could not therefore delegate it 
to another. 

Yet on the supposition that Peter had received 
a grant, which could be conveyed to others ; who 
was naturally his heir to this inheritance when he 
Teceived the crown of martyrdom ? Was Linus, 
and then Cletus, and then Clemens Romanus ? 
What ! while John the Beloved Disciple was still 
alive ? Was he then subject to the authority of 
one who was no Apostle ? Only think of St. 
John holding his see in fealty to the vicar of 
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Christ and the successor of St. Peter ; amenable 
to the tribunal of Rome, and liable to be censured, 
or even deprived, if he failed in duty to the So- 
vereign Pontiff! 

Again, if any such office as this was intended 
to be perpetuated in the church ; how are we to 
account for the silence on the subject which per- 
vades the Apostolic writings ? Occasions are not 
wanting, on which various officers of the church 
are enumerated ; and yet the chief officer of all, 
God's Vicegerent, Christ's Lieutenant, who (to 
speak in words appropriated to themselves by later 
Popes) ** have all power in heaven and on earth,** 
is entirely omitted. " Christ gave some Apostles, 
some prophets, some evangelists, some pastors and 
teachers ; " * how naturally might he have added, 
** and over all a Pope ! " But not a word of this 
great Dignitary. Was St. Paul jealous 1 or was 
the catalogue complete and the sovereignty of 
Peter's successor a figment then unknown ? 

Your next scriptural authority, John xxi. 15 — 
17, need not detain us long; for what dignity or 
what commission, superior to that which Christ 
gave to the rest of the Apostles, could he intend 
to convey to Peter, by the charge " Feed my 
sheep. Feed my lambs ? '* As to the words them- 
selves, they are so exactly like those of St. Paul 
to the elders of Ephesus, that we can scarcely 

* Ephesians iv. 11. 
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suppose more to be intended by them in one in- 
stance than the other ; " Feed the church of God 
which he hath purchased with his own blood." 
And, as to the circumstances in which the words 
were spoken, they are, on the whole, rather dero- 
gatory to Peter-s dignity than in favour of it. He 
had denied his Lord with horrid imprecations ; he 
had falsified his own previous boast of fidelity in 
the most shameful manner; and yet behold the 
mercy of the Saviour, who restores him after a fall 
so grievous, and renews to him his justly forfeited 
commission to preach the gospel, in common with 
the rest of the disciples. What can you make for 
Peter's Primacy out of such a fact ? 

Your references to Acts ii. iii. iv., contain no 
proof of Peter's ofiicial superiority, but merely show 
the prominent part he took in the transactions of 
the day of Pentecost, and the imujediately subse- 
quent events. Some one must take the lead; 
and if be was (as is generally supposed) the eldest, 
his age would give him a natural precedence ; or 
if, from a deep sense of his past defection, he was 
more forward than the rest to show his zeal for 
God's glory, and to attempt some reparation of 
the wrong he had done by his former faithlessness, 
or if his temper, constitutionally more ardent than 
that of his brethren, urged him into this more pro- 
minent position ; there is nothing, in any view of 
the case, to excite surprise at the part he took, 
and nothing to justify the inference, that either he 
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or any of his brethren, imagined him to possess 
any jurisdiction or any Primacy over them. Nay ; 
we have positive evidence to weigh against these 
bootless presumptions, and decide the question of 
fact, that he had no such jurisdiction. ** When 
the Apostles which were at Jerusalem heard 
that Samaria had received the word of God, 
they sent unto them Peter and John;"* that 
is, ou your hypothesis, the subjects send their 
prince, the subordinate powers exercise authority 
over the higher, the holders of inferior offices 
command the services of him who holds the keys 
of heaven, who is Christ's vicar on earth, and 
whose prerogative it is to ea^ac^ obedience from all, 
and to yield it to none. If St. Peter was in 
Christ's place, vested with His dignity, and exer- 
cising His delegated authority over all ecclesias- 
tical causes and persons ; the Apostles would no 
more have thought of sending him to Samaria, 
than they would have thought of sending Christ 
himself; " for the servant is not greater than his 
Lord, neither is he that is sent greater than he that 
sent him."t 

Another of your references to the Acts applies 
to St. Peter's mission to Cornelius. He was sent, 
it is true, not by the Church, as in the preceding 
case, but by its Great Head. Yet such a fact 
affords no proof of Primacy, because, by the samie 

♦ Acta viii. 14, t John xiii, 16. 
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Skuthority, Philip was sent to teach the Ethiopian 
eunuch, and St. Paul to preach to the Gentiles. 
As you direct attention both to the tenth and 
twelfth chapter of the Acts ; we naturally inquire, 
why you omit all reference to the intervening 
eleventh chapter ? Does it contain nothing about 
Peter ? The heading of the chapter in our ver- 
sion, and with which you must, from habit, be 
familiar, begins thus " Peter accused j defendeth 
himself.'' What 1 the Prince of the Apostles ac- 
cused, and accused by and in the presence of his 
own subjects? Surely, they were marvellously 
ignorant of his dignity, or they must have ex- 
pected an interdict, if not an anathema for their 
presumption. But, no ! he pleads for no irrespon- 
sible jurisdiction— Ae defendeth himself! How 
little did he understand his own position, if you 
and the church to which you have fled understand 
it aright! 

What there is in the twelfth chapter, bearing 
upon the question, we are at a loss to perceive. 
Peter was cast into prison, the church prayed for 
him, an angel of the Lord set him at liberty; 
but these facts are strange evidence to prove 
that he possessed authority over the rest of the 
Apostles. 

We will now request your attention to the 
fifteenth chapter, which you also appear to have 
overlooked. Rome claims to be '' the mother 
and mistress of all churches." The mother she 
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cannot be, for then, as you will perceive from 
this chapter, she had a daughter older than her- 
self. The mistress she has ever attempted to 
make herself, and has given ample evidence of 
the great difference which exists between the 
mother and the mistress. Jerusalem, the true 
mother church of all the earth, had too much 
humility to affect the mistress, and on the other 
hand, the tyranical mistress has too much pride 
and cruelty to allow her to indulge the tenderness 
of the mother. The name of step-mother is too 
good for her. 

In this mother Church of Jerusalem, the first 
and best Council that ever sat, was assembled. 
But James, not Peter, presided in that counsel. 
Nor can it be pretended that James presided as 
Peter's delegate ; for Peter himself was present, 
and took the subordinate part of an advocate, 
rather than that of the Primate ; whereas, James 
summed up the evidence, and gave his judgment 
in a tone — which, though meekness itself com- 
pared with the subsequent thunders of the Vati- 
can, was characterized by more authority than 
appears to have been anywhere assumed by Peter, 
or any other of the Apostles ; ** My sentence 
is,'^ &c. 

We should have thought the acts of this council 
decisive of the cause against Rome, and sufficient 
to overturn the very foundation of Papal dominion ; 
and so it would have proved, had no other support 
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been sought for those foundations than that which 
the sure word of God supplies. 

Such are some of the difficulties (by no means 
all) with which you have had to contend in yielding 
to the very slender argument from analogy, the fal- 
lacy of which we have endeavoured to expose. 
Truly, you have strained at the gnat, but the camel 
ha« gone down whole. 

Having shown that the testimony of Scripture 
on which you rely, has entirely failed, we might 
hold ourselves excused from the task of following 
you any further, in the shadowy region you are in 
vain attempting to explore. But if we can still 
furnish you with fresh evidence, that whatever 
course of reasoning you take, you invariably land 
in some erroneous conclusion, we shall hope that 
our labour will not be in vain. 

It is manifestly regarded as an object of some 
importance by you, to establish the position, that 
whatever authority Christ virtually gave to Peter, 
its true nature was not immediately understood, 
but was so gradually unfolded, that it did not at- 
tain its full development till the ninth and tenth 
centuries of the Christian era. ''The Saviour," 
you assert (p. 18), " left his church in constant 
expectation of his return. What he left her, he 
expected to find her, so constituted and so united, 
whether he delayed his coming for twenty or two 
thousand years. Had this event occurred during 
St. Peter's lifetime, no farther development of a 
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primacy and centre of unity in the church hald 
taken place, no successor of the Apostle been 
needed. But as it was otherwise, when he died 
to whom the special promise and charge had been 
given, another took his position to occupy it, and 
continue the church in her divinely arranged and 
existing constitution, if haply the Lord should 
come in his days.*" 

The course of this argument will be obvious ; 
but we interrupt it for a moment, to direct atten- 
tion to the phrase, which we have put in italics ; 
"Another took his position." How? Was it 
by Peter's appointment, as his own is alleged to 
have been by that of Christ himself? Surely the 
question of the appointment of Christ's vicar, was 
one of the most important which could have been 
proposed ; yet the Scriptures contain no solution 
of it ; the practice of the Apostles afford no prece- 
dent for it. We know not how Peter's first suc- 
cessor slipped into his place ; but this we know, 
that it was not by any such mode as that which 
* now prevails at Rome. You must own, that it 
was by an extraordinary kind of development, that 
Christ's appointment of Peter (supposing it real) 
should have at length resolved itself into a system 
of election by a whole college of cardinals, whose 
plots and cabals, and private piques, and family 
interests, and pride and covetousness, were to de- 
termine, under an assumed sanction of the Holy- 
Ghost, who should fill the most important station 
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in the Church which Christ himself had founded. 
We now return to our quotation : — 

You proceed ; (p. 18.) '' Thus another and 
another have successively filled the chair of St. 
Peter for 1800 years, on the same warrant, with 
the same design, and the same darkness, as to the 
Lord's time of return : that warrant, Christ's words 
to St. Peter ; that design, the good rule and unity 
of his church and kingdom ; that darkness, the 
purpose of God ; (Acts i. 7,) herein accomplishing 
the type of the continuous high priesthood of the 
Jews, and no more than that type did, discrediting 
or displacing the high priesthood and rule of 
Christ ; neither the one nor the other entrenching 
on his prerogatives or usurping his power." 

We need not repeat what we have already said 
concerning the ''warrant'' of the claim set up 
for Peter's authority, and the still more palpably 
defective warrant pretended for that of his boasted 
successors. Respecting the '* design " of this 
Primacy, some information will be obtained as we 
advance, and we shall, at least show, that it has ^ 
failed to accomplish '' the good rule and unity of 
the church," of which you speak. The " dark- 
ness " respecting the time of Christ's coming is 
neither greater nor less, for the Pontifical succes- 
sion. How all this, accomplishes *' the type of the 
continuous high priesthood of the Jews," which, 
as we have seen, received its perfect accomplish- 
ment in Christ, it will not be easy to prove. But 
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when you add that the Romish Primacy no more 
discredits or displaces the heavenly high priesthood 
of Christ, than did that of Aaron, you revert to 
your original error — the error which pervades your 
whole book — of confounding subjects essentially 
different ; and then you graft upon this confused 
statement, a palpable fallacy. A type precedes, 
and in a sense, predicts its antitype, and thus 
honours and brings it into notice. Nor does it 
displace the antitype, but rather is by it displaced. 
It is like the morning star which announces the 
approach of day, and then disappears in the blaze 
of that light of which it had been the harbinger. 
So the Jewish high priesthood having served its 
typical purpose, was for ever superseded by that 
of Christ. The Primacy of Rome, however, bears 
a very different character in itself, and a very 
different relation to the Saviour's priestly office, 
from that of Aaron. It discredits the high priest- 
hood of Christ, by assuming to itself what belongs 
exclusively to Him. Under pretence of using 
His authority, it asserts, maifntains and extends its 
own. It arrogates to itself the most presumptuous 
titles ; claims the most universal homage ; binds 
the heaviest burdens on the consciences of men ; 
disposes of kingdoms, crowns and sceptres ; tram* 
pies on the authority of princes and the laws of 
nations and the civil and religious rites of man- 
kind ; gives or sells dispensations to violate God^s 
law, indulgences for sins past, present, and to 
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came, pardons and absolutions, without penitence 
or prayer, to all who can pay the price of such 
benefits ; and in short makes a traffic of things 
sacred, in the name and by the assumed authority 
of Him who is '' King of Kings and Lord of 
Lords." Was ever such authority pretended to by 
the sons of Aaron ? But we have before shown 
that Christ never gave this office to Peter, still less 
to any who call themselves his successors. You 
rightly say "Another took his position," butsaith 
St. Paul, alluding to the type on which you dwell 
so largely, *' No man taketh this honour unto him- 
self, but he that is called of God as was Aaron." 
(Heb. V. 4.) Hence the whole claim is a direct 
usurpation of the Saviour's high and inalienable 
prerogative. 

You proceed; (p. 19.) "The development of 
this most wise and essential institution for the 
church's well-being, was, in the nature of the case, 
gradual. The strength, properties, and usefulness 
of a plant, can only be developed as time permits 
its growth, and natural influences elicit its generic 
or specific characters. Every added inch, and ex- 
panding leaf, and swelling bud leads the be- 
holder to infer these. Thus it was not to be 
expected, that in the second and third centuries, 
there would be found, even had there been fuller 
documents, that clear perception of the designed 
succession to St. Peter, which the ninth and 
tenth centuries present ; because, in a degree, its 
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continuance was the development of the perpe- 
tuity of the design, and its use, power and pre- 
rogatives were tested by the circumstances of the 
church." 

The whole argument of this passage may be 
briefly stated thus: Neither Peter himself, nor 
the rest of the Apostles, nor any of the first dis- 
ciples of Christ understood the Primacy of Peter 
so well as the fathers of the second and third 
centuries ; nor did these understand it so well 
as their successors in the ninth and tenth cen- 
turies. The tree which budded in the^r^^ age, 
blossomed in the thirds and brought forth its 
ripened fruit in the tenth f A very suspicious line 
of argument truly ! It stands in direct opposition 
to your carefully wrought comparison between type 
and antitype. For the Jewish institute required 
not this lapse of ages for its development, having 
been indisputably clear from the moment of its 
promulgation. It proceeds on the absurd suppo- 
sition that the waters of life, instead of being 
purest at the fountain head, became clearer and 
clearer as they passed through muddy and polluted 
channels ; and is directly at variance with Ter- 
tullian's celebrated maxim that, ** whatever is 
most ancient is most true." Did not your heart 
misgive you, when your pen struck against the 
tenth century, and recorded that as the culmi- 
nating point of Romanism. For this is the very 
century which Baronius, one of Rome's most dis- 
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tinguisbed advocates, designates as the dark age^ 
and yet, in your apprehension, it casts a flood of 
light on the succession to St. Peter. How ominous 
is such an argument ! How painfully indicative 
of the intellectual obscuration to which even a 
short attachment to the Papacy can reduce the 
human mind ! Doubtless the tenth century re- 
vealed in unblushing effrontery the power and 
grandeur of Peter's supposed successor. Was it 
not a singular coincidence, that the sun of papal 
supremacy should be in its meridian at the period 
when the darkness of ignorance, of superstition 
and of crime covered the face of the professedly 
christian world ? But it was much more than a 
coincidence ; the intimate connexion of cause and 
effect was plainly manifested in these concurrent 
events. Roman ambition promoted and cherished 
the moral, mental, and spiritual degradation, which 
enabled it to ascend its loftiest seat, and to tri- 
umph over the prostrate energies of mankind. 
And what could be expected from the nations of 
the earth reduced to such a state of intellectual 
and moral imbecility, but that they should pro- 
claim the glories of that very power which had 
forged and riveted their chains, with a voice as 
loud and as unmeaning as that of the multitudes 
who in former times exclaimed, " Great is Diana 
of the Ephesians!" 

We are unwilling, even in a tract, which we 
would gladly keep within reasonable limits, to 
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make a statement like the above, without adducing 
some evidence of its truth, or directing you to 
sources whence it may be obtained. If you now 
ever consult Mosheim whom you once deemed '* a 
respectable historian ; " * and who certainly was 
under no temptation to represent one age in darker 
colours than another, you will find that he reserves 
some of the deepest shades of his pencil for the 
tenth century. We quote his introductory sen- 
tence on this period ; ** It is generally acknow- 
ledged, that in this century the state of Christi- 
anity was everywhere most deplorable, as well 
from the prevalence of incredible ignorance which 
is the parent of superstition and moral turpitude, 
as from other causes." t And then, having re- 
lated some successes which had attended the 
efforts to extend the profession of Christianity, sig- 
nificantly intimates, that the change was more 
nominal than real, terminating in certain outward 
observances, adding that, '' this barbarous age 
did not even think of that inward and genuine 
change of mind, which Christ demands of his fol- 
lowers." J 

He imputes the extreme ignorance and contempt 
for learning which prevailed in this age, partly to 
the wars which had desolated the world, and 
partly to the ** vile character of the accredited 

* See " The character and tokens of the true Catholic Church." 
By Rev. R. W. Sibthorp. p. 29. London, 1827. 

t Moshemii Hist. Eccles. p. 354. J Ibid. 356. 
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guardians of truth and virtue." * " The Latins 
especially were all enchained by the grossest barbar- 
ism. Most writers agree that this century merited 
the title of the iron age of literature ; and the 
Western world never presented a more melancholy 
spectacle." t And when, towards the close of the 
century, the chair of Rome was held by one 
learned Pope, Sylvester II, the ignorant monks 
ranked this eminent scholar among ** the ma- 
gicians and the disciples of Satan." J 

Speaking more particularly of the state of reli- 
gion, he says : " Nothing is more indisputable 
than that the sacred order, in this century, was 
both in the east and west, composed chiefly of 
men destitute of learning, of fools, of persons ig- 
norant of everything pertaining to religion, licen- 
tious, superstitious, and addicted to the basest 
vices. Nor can it be questioned that the main 
causes of these evils, lay with those who wished 
to appear as the parents and guides of the Church. 
For certainly nothing was deemed too vile, wicked, 
and dishonourable, for the supreme Ecclesiastical 
Rulers to perpetrate. Nor did ever any other 
government addict itself to so many vices of every . 
kind, as that which bore the title of most sacred." 
** The history of the Roman Pontiffs of this century, 
is the history not of men, but of monsters, ... as the 
friends of the Papacy themselves acknowledge." $ 

* Mosheinii Hist. Eccles. p. 361. t Ibid. p. 362. 

i Ibid. p. 364. § Ibid. p. 365. 
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Rome itself seemed, at the commencement of 
the century, placed at the mercy of a profligate 
woman, who by her influence seated John X. in 
the Papal chair. He was soon cut off^ by the still 
more profligate daughter of his patroness, who at 
length succeeded in securing this venal dignity 
for another Pope of the same name, the fruit of 
her own illicit intercourse with a preceding vicar of 
Christ. We ask, dear Sir, with all seriousness, 
as in the sight of Him to whom you and we "must 
give account," Was this the age, and were these 
the men to furnish the world with a clearer percep- 
tion of the designed succession to St. Peter, than 
could be traced in the Apostolic, or in any inter- 
vening age ? 

Your concession that this centre of Unity has 
not produced ** unmingled good,*' was perhaps 
intended to anticipate the kind of observations we 
have just made : but it is quite insufficient for that 
purpose. We have taken the precise age to which 
you refer as the example of your system in its per- 
fection : and we have shown that no previous cen- 
tury ever equalled, and we may add that no sub- 
sequent century ever exceeded it in religious, 
moral and intellectual degradation. If then, your 
previous assumption that this was the pattern age 
of Roman Primacy be admitted, the conclusion is 
incontrovertible, that, out of your own mouth, 
the Papacy stands charged with an enormity of 
guilt, as a system productive not of the greatest 



Digitized by 



Google 



46 

good, but of the greatest evil. No enemy of Rome 
ever uttered a more severe sarcasm against it, 
than you have involuntarily done, by holding up 
the tenth century to the admiration of the world. 
Speak no more of the Primate as a " pilot sent 
from heaven " to bring men thither, till you can 
prove that the Pontiffs of your boasted tenth cen- 
tury, the Johns and the Sergiuses, were them- 
selves walking in the way that " leadeth unto 
life/' Proclaim no more ** the holy order and 
discipline " of that church which has created 
more wars, desolated more provinces, destroyed 
more lives, and diffused more vice, error and ruin, 
than any of those mighty empires which have in 
turn vanquished the world. 

Your exaggerated representation of the har- 
mony existing in the Romish Church, gives you 
the opportunity of adverting, by way of contrast, 
to the discords of Protestants, and to the unhappy 
effects which follow them. A few of these mis- 
guided men, you represent as getting safely on board 
the Romish vessel ; (p, 20.) " but the most part — 
some on boards, and some on broken fragments, 
and some in solitary effort, struggling for life — 
present a sad spectacle of the distress, danger and 
ruin, which men bring on themselves by contempt 
of that order and rule, which God himself has 
sanctioned." The condition in which you describe 
us, appears indeed pitiable enough ; but after all 
it is not so desperate as it seems. We thank you 
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for the allusion to St. Paul's shipwreck, and are 
glad to find, that in the storm you do not deprive 
us of a plank. We only desire that the comparison 
may hold to its close, and that at last, though it be 
*' some on boards, and some on broken pieces of 
the ship, yet we may all come safe to land/' This 
is, we are sure, more than you can say of the en- 
tire crew of your gallant vessel. 

Yet do not imagine that we are in love with 
divisions, or glory in them as advantages, or cease 
to pray for their removal. And we believe that 
our prayer shall be heard ; but not as you sup- 
pose, by our return to Rome. To a salutary union, 
truth is indispensable. God forbid that we should 
unite ourselves with a church whose creed is 
error, whose power .is usurpation, whose govern- 
ment is tyranny, and whose end is destruction. 
There is, you know, at least one solemn command 
for separation y in the oracles of God : *' Come out 
of her, my people, that ye be not partakers of her 
sins, and that ye receive not of her plagues." * 
Union with such a head and such a body we 
utterly disclaim. 

We would not however, shrink from a conside- 
ration of the comparison at which you have hint- 
ed ; and we are prepared to prove by a mass of 
evidence which cannot be overborne, that there is 
more true union among Christian Protestants than 

* Rev. xviii. 4. 
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there now is, or ever has been among Romanists. 
You once thought as we do: and though you have 
changed your opinions, you have not destroyed 
your arguments. We will therefore, quote from 
a Sermon published by you, fifteen years ago, 
some reasoning more convincing, in our judg- 
ment, than any contained in your recent publica- 
tion ; and if in your words, we repeat any senti- 
ments previously delivered in these pages, we 
shall only be the more glad to find our own posi- 
tions confirmed by your former reasonings. Having 
referred to several passages in the New Testa- 
ment, (Eph. iv* 4, 5 ; Col. i. 18 ; ii- 18, 19.) you pro- 
ceed : *' In these and many other passages one Head 
of the church and one only is spoken of, i.e. Christ, 
and there is not the slightest reference to any 
other. Surely it is, to say the least, singular if 
such a visible head existed as the Pope, designed 
by Christ to fulfil such an office in the church as 
to preside over it, that no reference should be 
made to him in those epistles, which as the church 
of Rome herself admits, were written to instruct 
men in the things which regard their salvation. 
It is most remarkable, that not one Apostle, in 
his letters, should ever refer to, or remotely hint at 
the existence of such an authority even in pas- 
sages which naturally and almost necessarily led 
him to mention it. St. Paul, speaking of the 
church of Christ says, ' Now ye are the body of 
Christ, and members in particular. And God 
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hath set some in the church ; first, apostles ; se- 
condly, prophets ; thirdly, teachers ; after that, 
miracles : '* compare with which a parallel pas- 
sage, ' He gave some apostles, and some pro- 
phets,'t &c. It is extraordinary indeed, that in 
enumerating the overseers and instructors of the 
church, the Apostle should totally omit all men- 
tion of that authority which, if the Romanists are 
right, had been given by Christ and set in the 
church to be his own representative on earth, the 
chief overseer and ruler of bishops and pastors, the 
head of his body the church, and the recognition 
of whom is now held to be, and must ever have been, 
on their showing, essential to salvation. I call 
upon any Roman Catholic to produce one single 
passage from the Epistles of the New Testament 
which will admit of fair reference to any such su- 
preme authority or visible head of the church as 
the Pope or Bishop of Rome, or of any other city. 
And this silence of these inspired writings speaks 
volumes against the divine right of supremacy 
claimed by the Popes."j: 

Thus speaks the Mr. Sibthorp of 1 827 ; little 
did he then imagine that Mr. Sibthorp of 1842, 
would meet him with such a reply to this reason- 
ing as the following. St. Paul knew nothing about 
the primacy; how should he? It was not fully 
developed till the ninth and tenth centuries. And 

* 1 Cor. xii. 27. t Ephes. iv. 11—13. 

X Sibthorp's Character and Tokens, p. 13. 

£ 
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can he, even now deem such a reply conclusive ? 
But let us return to your sermon of 1827. 

You briefly review the creeds of the Primitive 
church, and conclude thus ; '* In all we find one 
Head spoken of, the Lord Jesus Christy and union 
to him the character of his body the church. It 
has not two heads. And Him every true Protes- 
tant, in every part of the world, and all true 
Christians, to whatever particular part of the 
church, or outward denomination they may belong, 
recognise as the one only Head'' 

You show that '* agreement in one faith is also 
an essential part of the unity of the church." It 
is, however, not the faith of Pope Pius IV., but 
that of Holy Scripture alone, of which the Apos- 
tles' creed is an acknowledged summary. '*This 
unity, Protestants have. And" — you ask — "is this 
no unity? Are Protestants so immensely and in- 
separably divided ? Is there no agreement among 
them, when all that the church of Christ, for the 
first four centuries publicly declared she held es- 
sential to salvation, they publicly and constantly 
hold? Is there no unity of faith among them, 
when one true and upright Protestant travelling 
through the earth, wherever he meets with another 
true and upright Protestant, shall find him believ- 
ing in the same God, the same Saviour, the same 
Holy Ghost, the same way of salvation by faith in 
that Saviour's merits, the same necessity of holy liv- 
ing and of dependence on divine grace, and a re- 
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newal of heart and life, all the records of the same 
blessed volume of inspired truth, yea, everything 
in the Apostle's and other ancient creeds ?"* You 
then give the triumphant challenge : " And where, 
with the external appearance of concord so greatly 
boasted of in the Roman church, is her entire 
unity of faith ? I speak not now of the unity of 
spirit, but I ask, where was the perfect unity of 
faith in the members of that church, when two of 
her most celebrated and zealous monastic orders, 
disputed respecting the immaculate conception of 
the Virgin, the Franciscans as vehemently main- 
taining as the Dominicans opposed it ? When the 
Jesuits and Jansenists broke in upon the slumbers 
of their church, by long and loud contentions re- 
specting the doctrines of grace? When it is a 
notorious fact, that not only Popes have decided 
against Popes, but councils against councils, and 
the church of one age against the church of ano- 
ther; and what canonized saints taught in one 
age as divine truth, and was received as such in 
the church for centuries, the Pope and his cardinals 
in later times condemned as pernicious error ? On 
a point of fundamental importance as it respects 
the authority of the Roman church, and the obe- 
dience of her people, there is an entire disagree- 
ment among them ; viz. where that infallibility 
resides, on which she supports her pretensions ; 

* Sibthorp's Character and Tokens, p. 25, 
E 2 
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some placing it in the Pope alone, some in general 
councils, some in both united, and others some- 
times in one and sometimes in the other."* 

Again you declare : " Among all real Christians 
there is an entire community in the object of wor- 
ship. They have all one and the same Father, 
one and the same Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ, 
of whom the whole family in heaven and earth is 
named ; and one and the same Holy Spirit. In 
them is strictly fulfilled that prayer of Christ, 
* That they all may be one, as thou. Father, art in 
me, and I in thee, that they also may be one in 
us, that the world may know that thou hast sent 
me.' The union of the Father and the Son is not 
a visible, tangible, nor external union. It is mys- 
terious and spiritual. And such is the communion 
existing between all true Christians. It does not 
exclude, but it does not necessarily consist in out- 
ward communion. They have all one object, to 
glorify God, serve their Saviour Jesus Christ, and 
save their own souls and those of others ; they 
have all the same enemies, Satan, the world, and 
sin ; the same hope ; mainly, the same trials, 
cares, and temptations ; they have a communion 
of interests, joys, and sorrows. One and the same 
blessed spirit dwelling in them all, knits and unites 
them to each other, in the communion of the 
church militant ; and by his hallowing influences 

* Sibthorp's Characters and Tokens, p. 26. 
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and holy affections, and blessed hope which he 
produces in them, knits them to the holy angels 
and spirits of the just made perfect in the com- 
munion of the church triumphant ; and thus is 
fully effected the communion of saints." * 

Now whatever qualification any of the state- 
ments in this animated passage may require ; yet 
it is impossible for us not to admire the spirit which 
pervades the whole, as well as the general force 
and cogency of the reasoning. We would gladly, 
if space permitted, extend our extracts. Perhaps 
you will think them already too long, but you 
must excuse us, for we love to linger with you in 
" the green pastures," and " by the still waters " 
of plain and simple christian truth, rather than to 
track your steps through the tangled wilderness of 
error. The work, however, though painful must 
be done ; and we return, yet reluctantly, to your 
unhappy recantation of the sound doctrine and the 
hallowed sentiments which we have just recorded 
from your former writings ; and we do it in the 
hope that we may gain, or rather regain our bro- 
ther, and if not, that we may deliver our own 
souls. 

You allege that *' many Protestants have owned 
the want of a centre of unity for the church." 
Perhaps they may, unwisely enough, in our opi- 
nion. We have one great centre of unity in 

* Sibthorp's Character and Tokens, p. 28. 
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Christ, and neither want nor would endure any 
other. We are well satisfied with that Episcopal 
jurisdiction under which it is our happiness to live; 
and we would not have our own diocesan amena- 
ble to Rome or to any other spiritual tyranny 
whatever. The earliest episcopal churches knew 
nothing of such a centre ; and we may surely date 
the mighty evils which ultimately deluged the 
church, from the period when other bishops began 
to bow to the aspiring and ambitious claims of 
Roman supremacy. 

We may grant you that the permanency of the 
succession of Roman pontiffs is not invalidated 
by the misconduct of individual popes, when you 
have made good your ground that this succession 
rests on as firm a basis as that of the Levitical 
High Priesthood. Till you have done this, it is 
fruitless to discuss a merely minor proposition, 
which perhaps might not stand with the greater, 
but certainly cannot stand without it. 

From these observations you will perceive that 
we are at issue with you on your conclusion, 
which you thus state, (p 22.) ** It is the recog- 
nition of this claim," namely, that of Rome to be 
the one true church — " arising from due conside- 
ration of the principle which it involves," namely, 
the principle of the Pope's supremacy — "which 
must be ^^rst step towards the restoration of unity, 
and to any effectual measures for remedying the 
disasters of the sixteenth century!* 
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The restoration of unity is, we believe, to be 
eflfected by totally different means from that which 
you suggest. We look for it, not by the re-establish- 
ment of papal authority, — not by committing the 
keeping of our consciences, our liberties, our souls 
and bodies to him, who '^ as God, sitteth in the 
temple of God, shewing himself that he is God,"* 
— not by putting it into the power of any man, and 
least of all, into the power of a man who usurps 
the high prerogatives of Deity, to give or to with- 
hold at pleasure, the scriptures of truth, to bind 
us again in those fetters, and subject us again to 
that yoke which our fathers were utterly unable 
to bear. No ; the worst divisions which can dis- 
turb the peace of the church, are a less evil than 
such a tyranny. The unity which might be at- 
tained by committing into the hands of one man, 
a supremacy which enables him to anathematize 
and excommunicate, to burn and to destroy, is 
the unity of imprisonment and not of liberty, it 
binds men together by chains and not by the cords 
of love ! What we desire and pray for is, a more 
abundant effusion of the Spirit of grace upon '' all 
orders of men in God's Holy Church," for in- 
creasing zeal, earnestness and fidelity in the 
'* ministers and stewards of God's mysteries," for 
the removal of existing impediments to the free 



* 2 ThesB. ii. 4. See an excellent discourse on this text, by the 
Rev. R. W. Sibthorp, preached at St. John's, Bedford Row, Feb. 11, 
1829. 
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course of God's word, — for the enlargement and 
multiplication of the channels by which religious 
instruction is to be brought home to every neigh- 
bourhood and every door ; and for the diffusion 
of that degree of sound information, which shall 
render men more averse on principle than they 
now are to needless separation. Then may we 
hope for a kind of unity worthy of the name ; 
for a common bond of brotherhood among Chris- 
tians which shall unite them much more closely 
together, than that of Romanism ; for that holy, 
spiritual, and divine union which St. Paul im- 
plored on behalf of the church, when he prayed 
that its members might be '* perfectly joined to- 
gether in the same mind, and in the same judg- 
ment." 

What you deplore as " the disasters of the six- 
teenth century," %ve shall never cease, we trust, 
to regard as the greatest blessing, civil and re- 
ligious, which it has pleased God, in his great 
mercy, to bestow upon our church and nation. 
We too, could speak of " the disasters of the 
sixteenth century," but we should point to a dif- 
ferent series of events from that which you intend. 
We should direct attention to the cruelties of Her, 
whom, you are said to have styled, '* the much 
calumniated Mary ! " Had you, dear sir, during 
the reign of this arbitrary queen, dared to preach 
the Sermons which you preached in Tavistock 
Chapel, in the year 1827, or in St. John's, Bed- 
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ford Row, in the year 1828, she would surely 
have sent you to the stake. Would you then have 
talked about the "much calumniated Mary?" 
Spirits of Ridley, and Latimer, and Cranmer ! 
with " the noble army of martyrs" who mingled 
their ashes with yours, in the conflagration lighted 
up by that unhappy woman, what testimony have 
you to give to the character of her, whom a faith- 
less son of your own church, standing in the 
pulpit of the Oxford University, could call '* the 
much calumniated Mary?" But this is a note 
which strikes no responsive chord in British 
bosoms, and brings dishonour only on those who 
could harbour or give utterance to such a senti- 
ment. 

The Reformation from Popery, though accom- 
panied, as great revolutions generally are, by many 
evils, we can regard in any other light, rather 
than that of a disaster ; we cannot therefore think 
of it as needing a remedy. We only want to see 
its principles more widely spread, and more fully 
developed. We advert to it with admiration of 
the men by whom it was conducted, and of the 
divine mercy by which it was brought to a suc- 
cessful issue. We rejoice to call it the ''Blessed 
Reformation," and pray God that our latest pos- 
terity may enjoy its happy fruits ! 

Your main argument being closed, you pass to 
some minor considerations, which, in your opinion 
still bear strongly upon the question of unity. 
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and corroborate your views of its nature. The 
church, you argue, (p 23.) is a positive institution 
of Christ, for the diffusion and maintenance of his 
religion throughout the whole earth : *' That reli- 
gion is harmonious and immutable truth. There 
is not one system or set of truths for one age or 
part of the world, and a different one for another;*' 
and therefore you conclude, that there is but one 
form of government, and mode of worship and dis- 
pline; and that ''every deviation from that 
government or form of his church which he gave 
it, and from that discipline and worship which he 
personally, or by his apostles approved, is a most 
presumptuous innovation, and a daring disregard 
of the divine will, and fraught with danger to the 
souls of men." 

Are you aware, that you are here '* laying the 
axe" directly '• to the root" of your own argu- 
ment? For if no "deviation" was to be per- 
mitted, what becomes of your great scheme of 
" development ? " It will scarcely be pleaded, 
that the primacy of the tenth century was no de- 
viation from that of the first, even supposing the 
validity of your own interpretation of Christ's 
commission to Peter. But what, if this inter- 
pretation be proved utterly invalid? Then the 
primacy, and Rome itself become " a most pre- 
sumptuous innovation and a daring disregard of the 
divine will, and fraught with danger to the souls 
of men." You could not well have framed a 
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more accurate description of the character of the 
Papacy; and that not only in reference to the 
nature of its power and pretensions, but also in 
reference to the endless innovations which it has in* 
troduced into the '' harmonious and immutable" re- 
ligion which Christ and his apostles first promul- 
gated. It is not necessary here to enter minutely 
into particulars; but we ask, where does Christ, by 
himself or by his apostles command us to pay 
homage to the Virgin Mary and the saints ; where 
does he enjoin the worship of images ; where does 
he insist upon the celibacy of the clergy, seeing 
that Peter thePrince of the Apostles, was a married 
man, and we do not even read that Christ re- 
proved him for it, though he would in a succeed- 
ing age of the church have been accused of keep- 
ing his concubine ; where does he enjoin the 
establishment of monkish institutions; where 
does he give Rome the authority to lay nations 
under ban and interdict, and to burn men's 
bodies for the good of their souls ? Are not these 
innovations, monstrous innovations on the immu- 
table religion of Christ, tending directly to violate 
its first principles, to destroy its beauty, and to 
subvert its firm foundations ? 

Your remaining subsidiary argument rests on 
the supposition that, in the opinion of Protestants 
generally, (p, 24.) " the only unity designed by 
Christ for his church is spiritual/' .... " It is 
affirmed, that the family and household of Christ 
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may properly, consist of a number of different 
families, varying extremely in government, disci- 
pline, laws, institutions, and worship." This you 
call '' a strange idea of an united people, and not 
very accordant with St. Paul's description of the 
mystical body of Christ." 

If you had said the principal unity, rather than 
the only unity designed by Christ for his church, 
is spiritual^ you would more accurately have re- 
presented, as we believe, the sentiments of re- 
flecting Protestants. The view we take is, that 
spirituality in religion is the great essential. " They 
who worship God, must worship him in spirit and 
in truth.'* Outward forms are to be valued, just 
so far as they promote a spiritual service ; and out- 
ward unity to be appreciated for its tendency to 
produce spiritual unity and no further. The former 
may exist without the latter, and then it is com- 
paratively worthless ; the latter may exist without 
the former, and then though the unity wants that 
completeness which is most desirable, still it is a 
blessing of unspeakable worth. 

But after all, has not the church ever been 
composed of ** different families?" Was there 
not the family of Jerusalem, the family of Corinth, 
the family of Ephesus, as well as that of Rome ? 
And did not these churches, with others after them, 
maintain their entire independence of the Roman 
see ? Hence in the earliest periods of the church, 
**the idea" which seems to you ** so strange,*' 
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was actually carried out in practice. No common 
Head but Christ was then acknowledged or obeyed. 
The difference between Polycarp the martyr, 
Bishop of Smyrna, and Anicetus Bishop of Rome, 
on the controversy respecting Easter, shows the 
independence of the different churches ; yet Ani- 
cetus did not presume, as some of his successors 
would have done, either to command, or to punish 
the aged disciple of St. John. 

Nothing can be more false than the representa- 
tions given by Romanists of the uninterrupted unity 
of the christian church, till the sixteenth century. 
The contests and animosities of different parties 
were quite as great, and attended with far more 
fearful consequences, than the separations of later 
times. The belligerent parties were generally, 
perhaps, kept within one inclosure, called the 
church : but this increased rather than dimin- 
ished the mischief. The contest was attended 
with all the horrors of a civil war. It was a do- 
mestic strife, a " house divided against itself," 
and working by a gradual yet certain process, the 
ruin of the whole ecclesiastical system. The 
method pursued by those who had authority in the 
church, could not fail to issue in such a result. 
The whole papal system was one of restraint ; 
if men could not be kept in order by threats, re- 
course was had to excommunications, to persecu- 
tions, to imprisonment and death. Freedom of 
thought was prohibited, conscience over-awed, men 
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were orthodox by profession while infidels at heart, 
the greater part sunk into the quiesence of abject 
slavery, and neither thought nor cared for anything 
in religion, but the observance of a routine of 
forms — and the absolution of their priest ; others, 
with more active minds, caught eagerly at any 
point of contention which might be canvassed 
without peril of papal vengeance; and such topics 
as the immaculate conception of the Virgin set 
all Christendom in a flame, and divided the pro- 
fessedly religious into two great hostile powers 
beneath the banners of Dominic and St. Fran- 
cis. Yet though they fought and cursed and 
anathematized each other, there was no breach of 
Papal Unity! 

The great schism of the fourteenth century 
which produced three rival popes to launch their 
thunders against each other, and against the several 
adherents of each, might be deemed sufficient to 
silence for ever the claims of Rome to Unity ; and 
to expose to eternal contempt the vain pretensions 
of that see. 

But once more, the very existence of the men- 
dicant orders is a proof that the unity boasted of, 
was but in name. For what was their province, 
but that of direct interference with the duties of 
the parochial clergy? Acting every where in 
complete independence of the Bishop of the 
Diocese, and that under the authority of the Pope, 
they strove to alienate the people from their resi- 
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dent pastors, and to diffuse among all classes the 
very worst principles of disunion. You may call 
this unity if you please, but it is destructive of all 
spiritual unity, it is virtual division under the pre- 
text of union. 

We can now answer the questions with which 
you wind up this part of your argument (p. 26.) : 
** Is this position" — respecting the spiritual nature 
of the unity of the church — ''so stoutly main- 
tained simply for the sake of consistency ; and 
that Protestants may not seem to allow their 
own foundations to be overthrown ? " We reply, 
no ; we maintain nothing on the subject for the 
mere sake of consistency, but for the sake of truth. 
We have got hold of something real, though not 
visible ; you have grasped at something visible, but 
not real. We have an essential, though not formal 
unity; you are wandering after an ignis fatuus, a 
mere show of light which allures but to destroy. 
So much for your first question. You then ask ; 
(p. 26.) " Or is it because that in most of these ex- 
isting bodies of professed christians, some are 
found giving much proof of the reality of their 
personal piety, and of their individual participa- 
tion of the grace of God ? " Surely, this would 
be some ground for the conclusion that such per- 
sons, at least, were members of the one church of 
the living God. You, however, add : " I admit 
the fact, but I deny what it is supposed to prove." 

We heartily rejoice in, and are thankful for 
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your admission ; it is a lingering ray of Protestant 
feeling which still gives warmth and colour to your 
religion, however debased it may have become by 
the system to which you have attached yourself. 
We delight to hear you still dwell on the inspiring 
truth that '' God is love,"— that He " so loved the 
world," as to give ** his only begotten Son** to re- 
deem it. We rejoice to find you saying, (p. 26.) 
"It is consistent with this fact, and not at all in- 
consistent with the maintenance of the supreme 
rights of the church, and of her sole claim to the 
incorporation with her of all the members of 
Christ and heirs of eternal life, that there may be 
out of her, those who yet are not necessarily to be 
deemed excluded from the final and most ines- 
timable blessing of salvation." 

We are glad, extremely glad for your own sake, 
that you do not deem the salvation of Protestants 
inconsistent with the validity of the claims of 
Rome ; though we own, that to our apprehension, 
you are wrong in your charitable supposition. The 
proof lies in narrow compass. In the creed of 
Pope Pius IV. rendered imperative upon you by 
the last Roman council, the council of Trent, you 
are required to profess under the solemn sanction 
of an oath, all the doctrines which the Protestants 
have felt themselves bound in conscience to op- 
pose ; and then to add : " This true Catholic faith 
out of which none can be saved,'^ &c. Here then 
the doctrine of exclusive salvation is, in direct 
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terms, maintained. None who hold doctrines con- 
trary to those of the council of Trent can be 
saved. It is true you declare otherwise ; how you 
will reconcile yourself to your new master, whe* 
ther it must not be with the souls of these here- 
tics, we leave you to determine. In the mean 
time, it is a source of gratification to us, that your 
charity has got the better of your creed ; and we 
care not how many Romanists follow in your train ; 
for we may then hope, that you and they will join 
with us, in demanding that this hateful doctrine 
be expunged from the statute book of the Vatican. 
It is right, however, that we should notice the 
ground on which you reach a conclusion so anti^ 
roman, so genuinely protestant in its spirit. You 
allow, "there may be a unity of the spirit, where 
there is not the bond of visible communion." 
Very excellent, just what we could have wished 
you to maintain. But now for an illustration of 
your meaning: (p. 26, 27.) "The church has, 
so to speak, both a body and a soul ; an outward 
and visible form, and an inward pervading spirit ; 
the former God's institution — the latter his gift. 
The power and operation of the latter may extend 
beyond the sphere and limits of the former. Some, 
or many may belong to the soul of the church, 
who are not of its body. When we see persons 
loving truth, and desirous of embracing it as far 
as it is known to them, eschewing evil and doing 
good ; persons pursuing after holiness^ and aiming 
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to live in the love of God and their neighbours ; 
devout, benevoleat, giveu to all good works, — these 
we may consider as bound to the church by unity, 
of spirit, though not attached to her by the bond 
of visible union. They are pervaded by her soul, 
though not incorporated with her body. She 
claims them as her children, prays for their com- 
plete and outward union, and leaves them in the 
hands of that divine love, which has, she trusts 
included them in its wide and infinite apprehen* 
sion, to associate them fully with her in time, or 
if not, in eternity." 

Wherein, we would ask, does this distinction 
between the body and the soul of the church dif- 
fer from that, to which protestant ears are much 
more accustomed, between the visible and invisi- 
ble church, except in being obscurely expressed 
through a most incongruous metaphor ? 

We can understand that a person may belong 
to Christ's body mystical and spiritual, who is 
not in connexion with his visible body, the church 
on earth. But when you begin to explain this, or 
rather to mystify it, by an analogy drawn from 
the human body and its soul ; we profess ourselves 
quite unable to follow you. Is there anything in 
nature corresponding with your supposition, that 
the soul can diffuse its own life and properties 
beyond the precincts of the body ? Do you know 
of anything which belongs to the soul, before it 
becomes part of the body or after it is separated 
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from the body? If not, why attempt to illustrate 
a question like the present, by a metaphorical 
argumtent founded on an absolutely natural impos- 
sibility ? Is it anything but the fear of protestant 
principles which has impelled you to hunt foF an 
interpretation at once so fanciful and so absurd ? 

Yet, to meet you on your own ground, we re- 
mark, that to belong to the body of the church 
cannot avail, unless we also are pervaded by its 
soul, and to be pervaded by its soul is all that is 
essential to salvation^ according to yoKr own show- 
ing, whether we are in its body or not. 

Did a distinction of this sort, think you, ever 
present itfeelf to the mind of a Gardiner or a 
Bonner, or any of the fierce agents of the " ca- 
lumniated Mary,*' when they dragged poor and 
rich, simple and learned, young and old to the 
fires of Smithfield ? Did it once occur to them 
that some of these victims of their insatiable rage 
ifiighr be pervaded by the soul of the church, 
though now^ most cruelly cut off from its body ; 
and might be on the point of aik^ending from a 
world which was not worthy of them, to join the 
*' general assembly and church of the first born 
Which arlB written in heaven?" — that, in truth, 
they were p^rsiecuting Christ in the person of his 
disciples? Verily, they were strangers to your 
distinction, and only thought that they were ex- 
ecuting merited judgment upon men, who if they 
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did not belong to the body of the church, must be 
doomed to everlasting perdition. 

As we sincerely believe the church to consist 
of all who agree in ** fundamental truths ; *' we 
are under no necessity of troubling ourselves re- 
specting the alternative which you suggest, that 
we must otherwise return to Rome. Yet you 
think, that there is no way of escape for us, from 
the difficulty in which you place us by the follow* 
ing statement : (p 28.) '* Is it not singular, that 
no two of these denominations agree in funda* 
mental truths ? for they would not give you the 
same list of them. I doubt whether two ministers 
of any one of these bodies are prepared to say they 
entirely agree as to what these fundamental truths 
are, or how many the term comprehends. That 
is a strange test of agreement concerning which 
all are disagreed. Now in the Catholic Church, 
there is no disagreement whatever." 

We beg now, without intending to say to you^ 
what we could not with equal truth say to many 
others, plainly to state our acquiescence in the 
general outline of fundamental truths given by 
you in the sermon preached at Tavistock Chapel; 
to which we have before referred. We have only 
space to set down your concluding summary, 
''On every essential and fundamental point, on 
every doctrine which the Sacred Scriptures teach, 
as necessary to salvation, and which early creeds 
and early fathers confirm as such, there is among 
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true Protestants and real Christians of every 
church and age, a unity of faith, and such as lis 
essential to the true unity of the church."* We 
like the old wine better than the new. 

It is not our intention to fill our pages with an 
examination of your strictures on the writers of the 
Oxford Tracts ; and especially of Tract 90. We 
leave them entirely to your mercy. But though 
we meddle not with the controversy between you 
and the friends by whom you were first induced 
to take the downward road to Rome ; there is 
a passage in which you refer so directly to the 
creed and principles of Romanism, that we must 
offer upon it a passing observation or two. We 
first quote your words; (p. 36.) ** Examining the 
ablest works of Protestant controversialists, and 
comparing them with the church's own authorized 
declarations of her doctrines, and the solid reasons 
in support of them which might be adduced, I 
was left with a sad impression of the misunder- 
standings and misrepresentation of the former. I 
know not a Protestant controversial writer (the 
authors of the Oxford Tracts alone excepted) 
whose works did not leave me more a Catholic 
than before ; while I admit that there were some 
writings of Catholics, which, when I read them, 
threw me back upon Protestantism." 

Such language betrays the lurking propensity of 

* Character and Tokens of the true Church, p. 26. 
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i)k,e b^man rniijd to deceive itself on thosp very 
points, pp which it seems tP b^ acting with the 
greatest sincerity. The clause in the pareutbesis 
enables us, in the present instapce, to detect this 
mental infirmity. Wh^u WM it> that you found 
protestant controversiAlists so blundering or so 
\yeak, or sp completely in the wrong, a9 to drive 
your miud towards Jlomanism ? Not surely, when 
you wjere arailipg ypurself of their ftrguments in 
your own cQntrover^hl discourses ; npt when we 
knew ypu, and heard you, aad rejoiced in your 
success. Not ti]l you had begun to read the O^r* 
ford Tracts, and to sit at the feet of the Oxford 
Divines, and to imbibe by degrees the sentiments 
they warily insinuate or boldly maintain. Yet so 
i^ijently did the leaven of their dpctrine work, that 
you were not conscious of that estrangeq^ent from 
Protestantism which was taking place in your 
mind, till under the influence of the false princi- 
ples which they inculcate, you again took up the 
protestant writings,^ and read them with a jaun* 
diced eye and an averted miinl. 

It would be a question of considerable interest, 
on which you alone are able to give information ^ 
who were those distinguished writers by whose 
inconclusive arguments you were driven towards 
Romanism ; and what were the arguments them- 
selves which produced an effect so contrary to 
their design ? We might then be able to judge 
whether you had really consulted the'best authors. 
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and had grappled with the strongest arguments. 
But you say *' they made you more a Catholic than 
before ; " this proves, that you had already swerved 
to Popery before you begun the examination of 
them ; and therefore since even infidels will plead 
that the Bible itself oherishedy if it did not cause 
their scepticism ; so persons, who like you, acquire 
from any cause, a bias towards Popery, may easily 
delude themselves with the thought that protestant 
writers and protestant arguments have helped to 
make them what they are. 

With regard to the " disputed tenets," between 
the church of Rome and Protestants, you say 
(p. 36, 37.) : "I carefully examined them, I slowly 
received them, but I am convinced of the sound- 
ness of the Catholic doctrine concerning them all. 
I am satisfied that not one of them, nor all of them 
collectively, viewed even in connexion with the 
then existing abuses of them, were justifiable 
grounds of that separation from the church in com- 
munion with the see of Rome, which took place 
in the sixteenth century. And I concluded that 
if not warrantable grounds of separation then, 
they afforded not warrantable grounds for con- 
tinuing that separation now," 

When you have made good the premises that 
the reformers were not justified in separating from 
the church of Rome in the sixteenth century, we 
will at once concede the inference that we are not 
justified in continuing that separation now. Let 
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all the doctrines of that church be proved true^ 
let her authority be established on the firm basis 
of Holy Writ, let her practices be shown to be in 
accordance with the law of God and the gospel of 
Christ, and we will no longer hesitate to follow 
your steps. But is this possible ? Were the Re- 
formers so blind, so ignorant, so infatuated as to 
venture their lives in a cause for which Scripture 
afforded them no sanction, and reason no support? 
Compare tbeir writings with those of their anta- 
gonists, weigh their reasonings with those of the 
pontifical advocates, and their conduct with that 
of their persecutors ; and without contending for 
the perfection of any one of them, we may boldly 
assert, that the aggregate of evidence from Scrip- 
ture, from reason and from the character of the 
parties, will lie, with immense preponderance, in 
the scale of Protestantism. 

Having said thus much, we cannot here refrain 
from the expression of our earnest hope, that the 
course you have taken may suggest a monitory 
lesson, which shall not be lost upon others, even 
if it be disregarded by yourself. 

It is a fearful thing to begin by little and little 
to tamper with the plain and simple truths of Holy 
Scripture. Had you been told when first you 
began to speculate on types at Ryde, what would 
be the issue of your enterprise ; you would have 
indignantly exclaimed, **Is thy servant a dog, that 
he should do such a thing ? " But the wedge was 
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silently introduced, which in due time was to 
cleave the oak. A little more attention to exter-- 
nal forms, a little stricter observance of times and 
seasons, a little advance towards cathedral forms 
of service, all harmless, perhaps, in themselves, 
was soon to be followed by the introduction of 
doctrines at variance with the simplicity of the 
faith of Christ, by the setting up of tradition as 
of co-ordinate authority with the Sacred Writings, 
by exalting the church at the expense of her great 
Head and everlasting Saviour; till, at length, you 
sunk into the arms of the enchantress, with 
scarcely an effort at resistance, when none of your 
most intimate friends suspected it, and when, if 
report speaks truly, you had undertaken to enter 
On a contest against her claims. 

Be this as it may, we regret the step you have 
taken, dear sir, far more on your own account than 
on that of the church to which you lately be- 
longed. Your continued services within her pale, 
ceased to be desirable, when you began to impugn 
the principles of the Reformation on which she 
is founded, and to approximate, as closely as pos- 
sible, to the proscribed ceremonies and practices 
of the Papacy. If you could not be persuaded 
(as we once hoped you might) to return from this, 
as from former wanderings of heart, to the better 
views and sentiments of your early days, we verily 
believe it to be for the good of the Church, that 
you should leave her ; though we fear, not by any 
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means for your own good. Perhaps, dear sir, and 
it pains us to think so, an ejtample like yours was 
needed to convince multitudes among us, that the 
human heart is iu great and continual danger 
from the enslaving principles of popish supersti- 
tion. Many persons have thoughtlessly approached 
much too near the precipice down which you have 
fallen. They have been attracted by a religion 
which addresses itself to the senses and to the ima- 
gination, rather than to the judgment; and by 
gazing on beautiful pictures, listening to fine 
music, and admiring a pompous ceremonial, have 
been led to suppose that Popery was the true re- 
ligion, and have been ready to commit themselves 
to its deceitful guidance. Happy may it be for 
such persons to behold the spectacle which your 
fall presents before them; happier still, if they take 
warning by your fate, and flee for their lives from 
the threatening danger ! 

The following passage from your pamphlet, 
bears strongly on this point ; (p. 44, 45.) *' It 
seems indeed the hope of some, that parts of the 
Catholic system may be so engrafted on the An- 
glican discipline, and connected with its worship, 
that this great desideratum " — of fervency and 
punctuality in devotion — ** may be supplied with- 
out joining the communion of the Catholic Church. 
It remains to be seen, whether the attempt will 
succeed." *' I confess while I utterly re- 
pudiate all idea of claiming any degree of pursuit 
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of piety, above others of my late brethren, that I 
SQUght in vain to satisfy the longings of my soul, 
by any combination of Catholic forms with Pro- 
testant doctrines, of Catholic devotion in private 
with the Anglican public wor^ibip. It was like the 
sewing of new cloth upon an old garment, whereby 
the rent is made worse." We accept this reproach 
as the true honour of our church, and glory in the 
concession which these words contain— on the part 
of one who bos painfully tried the experiment- 
that thie Anglican Church and that of Rome 
are th^ antipodes of each other. Never can they 
be amalgamated ; never again, we trust, after so 
signal a failure, will the vain attempt to combine 
them, be made. Yet we deny that the Anglican 
Church leaves her children destitute of any kind 
of provision which is essential to the greatest fer- 
vency and steadiness of devotion. She has re- 
jected from her services much which men easily 
mistake for devotion, but which is often nothing 
more than sentimentalism under a devotional form; 
she has taken away the intervening objects which 
eclipse the glory of the Sun of Righteousness, 
the saintr-worship, the image- worship, the idolatry,, 
the superstition, which all work powerfully on the 
human mind, and produce a ialse fire of devotion 
in the breast. But this is her true excellence. She 
enforces a simple, pure, rational, vigorous piety, 
which fits men for all the arduous duties of the 
present life, and for all the glorious hopes of that 
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which is to come. To adopt your own language : 
(p. 45.) " There are those " — even among Protes- 
tants — " whom the infinite and rich grace of God 
has led to desire the knowledge of, and commu- 
nion with him, as their chief and only satisfying 
joy. They wish, but scarcely dare say, they aim 
to live to and for him alone, he has presented him- 
self as the admirable and most excellent object of 
their affections ; they seek to be holocausts to his 
glory in his daily service ; to keep their souls like 
altars whereon the fire of devotion goes not out ; 
their bodies like temples, from which the presence 
of the Spirit departs not : to be able to say with 
truth, to me to live is Christ, and to die is gain.** 

Was it necessary to go to Rome for all this ? 
Were not these the very things which your recently 
adopted church, seated in her pride upon the seven 
hills, and "drunken with the blood of the saints," 
had well nigh banished from the face of the earth, 
by her impostures, her superstitions and her crueU 
ties ? Were not the men who earnestly sought 
such blessings persecuted by the hierarchy, even 
unto death ? Go to some poor cottager, with his 
Bible in his hand, and the love of the Saviour in 
his heart, and you will find much more of what 
you here profess to seek, than in the narrow cell 
of the recluse, the gorgeous temple of the Impe- 
rial City, or the chair of St. Peter. 

We return to our quotation ; (p. 45, 46.) "Have 
such," you ask, " tried and found that the Catholic 
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Church alone, in her glowing daily devotions, her 
hourly offices, her symbolic rites, her inestimable 
practice of confession, with its attendant sacra- 
mental privileges, lier soul -engrossing intercourse 
with the spirits of the just made perfect, her pious 
recognition of the less perfect departed faithful, 
whose purification for bliss is still proceeding, — in 
her inseparable connection with the glorious com^ 
pany of the Apostles, the noble army of martyrs, 
the admirable band of confessors, her wholesome, 
rich and well-connected truths, that this church I 
say, alone presents what can satisfy their high, 
holy and heavenly desires and aims ? It cannot 
but be, that, in this circumstance they find also, 
besides other considerations, that which commends 
her to their regard, their adhesion, their dutiful 
and devoted allegiance. They find and admire in 
her, the beauty of the spouse of Christ, they love 
and serve her for her own sake, and for His, 
whose beloved Bride she is. They find her equally 
the school of heavenly wisdom and godly simpli- 
city; of Christian dignity and childlike humility. 
She presents combined, the characters of the ser- 
pent and the dove." 

We have here given extracts at greater length, 
than perhaps, may be deemed necessary ; but we 
wished, first, to allow the case the full force of the 
eloquent language in which you so well know 
how to adorn it ; and secondly, to show how very 
easy it is, by a careful suppression of darker fea- 
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tures, and a judicious disposition of those which 
are more attractive, to make even a hateful object 
appear sufficiently lovely and captivating. 

Let those various parts of ther Romidh system 
which you have suppressed, but which are abso- 
lutely essential to its full development, only be 
supplied, and let the portions of it which you have 
put forward, be exhibited in their true colours, 
without varnish or tinsel to set them off; and it will 
excite the aversion and disgust of all true and 
well-instructed disciples of Christ, of all calmly 
reflecting minds, who make the word of God their 
rule of judgment and their ultimate standard of 
appeal. We are certain that you yourself could 
never have taken the view of Itomanism which 
yott now present with so much ardour of feeling; 
and so much decoration of style, had you not 
first declined from that deep reverence for, and 
entire reliance upon the testimony of Holy Scrip- 
ture, which has ever been the basis of genuine 
Protestantism. 

We do not question the fact that many devout 
worshippers are and hav^ been found in the Rbmifirh 
church. But we contend the numberl^ aPe com'- 
paratively small, and that the devotion itself is of 
a strangely mixed and dubious character. Some 
there are, we acknowledge, who enter with w«ntrth 
of devotional feeling into the ^vensil parts of 
Romish worship ; and we fully believe you to be 
of the number ; but the religion of the-many, y(m 
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will sooD find to be of a very different character. 
With them the ** glowing daily devotions'' of 
which you speak, are nothing more than the rapid 
and wearisome repetition of Pater Nosters and Ave 
Marias, of prayers recited not for the purpose of 
awakening devotional feeling, but for that of ac- 
complishing a prescribed task, of making compen- 
sation for sins committed, or of earning, by a 
merely perfunctory discharge of outward duties, 
a future recompense of reward. 

Her " hourly offices," what do they mean in the 
lips of the major part of those who use them ? 
Do they not too much resemble the vain repetitions 
of the heathen, who '' think they shall be heard for 
their much speaking?" But there is one vicious 
ingredient in all these services, which defiles and 
deteriorates the worship of the most devout, and 
that is, the adoration paid to other beings than 
the One living and true God, who has said, '' My 
glory will I not give to another/* 

Is it to be endured, that a creature shall be 
worshipped in such language as the following: 
" We fly to thy pjttronage, O holy mother of God, 
despise not our petitions in our necessities, but 
obtain our deliverance from all dangers, O ever 
glorious and blessed virgin ! Pray for us, O holy 
mother of God, that we ms^y be made worthy of 
the promises of Christ.*'* 

* Grarden of the Soul, revised and approved by the Right Reve- 
rend the Vicar Apostolic in the London District. 
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. Her " symbolic rites " too often intercept the 
clear light of divine truth, teaching the worship- 
pers of the Romish communion to rest in the 
shadows and symbols with which the services 
abound, rather than to look forward to any sub- 
stantial blessings which they may be thought to 
represent. 

Her '* inestimable practice of confession " to a 
priest, on which Scripture is entirely silent, has 
always been the means by which the Roman 
Priesthood has held the laity in bondage, by ex- 
torting family secrets, rendering them the arbitra- 
tors of family differences, the dispensers of pardon, 
of grace, and of punishments, and the arbiters of 
the eternal destinies of men; while it has given 
occasion to the most shameful vices in the clerical 
order itself. " Its attendant sacramental privi- 
leges " are a mere nullity — the inventions of men^ 
and not the institutions of Christ, — the product of 
the latter and more degenerate ages of the churchy 
and not of its earlier and purer times. 

Her *'soul engrossing intercourse with the 
spirits of the just made perfect," means nothing 
more, when stripped of its poetic dress, than 
prayers to saints and angels ; as if it were not 
enough for Christians to have '* one Mediator be- 
tween God and man, the man Christ Jesus ;" but 
we must be aided by a host of intermediate media- 
tors, to make our One Great Mediator the more 
propitious! 
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Her ** pious recognition of the less perfect de- 
parted faithful," is. a well-turned periphrasis to 
describe prayers for the dead ; a practice resting 
solely on Apocryphal testimony. Their " purifi- 
cation for bliss which is still proceeding," is a very 
mild and gentle phrase to explain, or rather to veil 
the flames of purgatory. 

Are these, dear Sir, attractions to a pious mind? 
Yet these are, by no means the whole of that 
mass of error, which, as we are persuaded, you 
have on very slight and untenable grounds, been 
prevailed upon to embrace. 

Do you not expose yourself to the curse de- 
nounced against those who add to, or take from 
the word of God, by adopting the sentence of the , 
Tridentine Council which declares the Apocrypha 
to be of equal authority with the canonical Scrip- 
tures ; and by ** firmly admitting and embracing 
apostolical and ecclesiastical traditions, and all 
other constitutions of the (Roman) Church," since 
many of those constitutions are wholly repugnant 
to the revealed will of God ? Do you not attri- 
bute to the two sacraments instituted by Christ, 
a meaning, and a virtue which tbeir Great Author 
never assigned them, by supposing them to convey 
grace, ex opere operato, through the mere outward 
performance of the rite ; while yet you cause the 
validity of these sacraments in their administra- 
tion, to depend upon the will of the priest, so that 
if he be evil disposed, he has it in his power, 
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without seeming to do so, to nullify every sacra- 
mental act which he performs, and to place the 
salvation of souls in the greatest uncertainty and 
peril ? Do you not deny the sacramental cup to 
the laity, though it never was withheld in apos- 
tolic times, or for ages afterwards ? Do you not 
transform their blessed ordinance by which Chris- 
tians are permitted to enjoy the most cheering 
communion with the Lord and Saviour, into an 
awful and terrific mystery, requiring the conse- 
crated elements to be honoured with the same 
adoration which is given to Christ himself? And 
is not this, — if nothing besides in your worship 
can be called so,— a direct act of idolatry ? Do 
you not add to these sacraments, five others, none 
of which has the nature, or serves to answer the 
. purpose of a sacrament ? For, these are the words 
which the Council of Trent puts into your mouth : 
" I profess also, that there are truly and properly 
seven sacraments of the new law, instituted by 
Jesus Christ our Lord, and for the salvation of 
mankind, though all are not necessary for every 
one ; viz. baptism, confirmation, eucharist, pen- 
ance, extreme unction, orders, and matrimony ; 
and that they confer grace." Do you not also 
engage to '* receive and embrace all, and every 
one of the things which have been defined and 
declared in the holy Council of Trent, concerning 
original sin and justijication,'' whereas, on these 
articles especially, the churcli of Rome, in that 
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council, augmented its guilt, — already awfully 
great, — by consolidating and sanctioning the scat- 
tered fragments of heterodoxy on that subject, 
which had floated down the stream, from the 
times of the schoolmen ; denouncing an anathema 
against all who should dare to dissent from their 
perverted interpretation of these fundamental 
doctrines of the Gospel ? Contrast the following 
language of the council with the statements of 
Scripture on the same subject : " If any one shall 
say that the good works of a justified man are so 
the gifts of God, that they are not also the merits 
of the same justified person ; or that he being 
justified by the good works which are performed 
by him through the grace of God and merits of 
Jesus Christ, whose living member he is, does not 
truly merit increase of grace and eternal life, and 
the attainment of that eternal life, if he shall de- 
part in grace, and even the increase of glory, let 
him be accursed^ 

Do you not here, dear Sir, commit yourself to 
a doctrine absolutely subversive of that so strenu- 
ously maintained by St. Paul, that we are ''justi- 
fied freely by God's grace, through the redemption 
that is in Christ Jesus ? " 

On this unsound foundation, what wonder is it, 
that you should build the '* wood, hay, and stub- 
ble" of a state of purgatory after death, to supply 
the deficiencies of the one atonement offered by 
Christ for the sins of the whole world ? or that you 
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should look aside from the great ** Apostle and 
High Priest of our profession, Christ Jesus," to 
such powerful intercessors as the Virgin Mary, St. 
Jacobus, and St. Thomas a Becket ? or that you 
should believe that the priest in elevating the host 
offers to God an unbloody sacrifice for the remission 
of sins ? or that you should contend that " the 
sacrifice of the mass," does not interfere " with 
the one sacrifice of Calvary," while it pretends to 
accomplish the very same thing with that sacrifice, 
and daringly violates the great apostolical axiom 
that ** without shedding of blood, there is no re- 
mission ? " or that you should believe, under the 
authority of this council, in an inexhaustible store 
of indulgences held by the Roman Pontiffs, the 
use of which is " most wholesome to all christian 
people?" or that you should acknowledge with 
this council, '* the Roman church to be the mo- 
ther and mistress of all churches,'* and should 
" promise and swear true obedience to the Roman 
Bishop, the successor of St. Peter, the Prince of 
the Apostles, and vicar of Jesus Christ ? " finally, 
that you should *' undoubtedly receive all other 
things delivered, defined, and declared by the 
sacred canons and general councils, and particu- 
larly by the holy council of Trent," and should 
** condemn, reject, and anathematize all things 
contrary thereto, and all heresies whatsoever, con- 
demned, rejected, and anathematized by the 
church ? " The only true cause of surprise is, that 
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having gone thus far, you should just hesitate at 
the last step, and in most obvious contradiction to 
the decrees of a council, which now commands 
you with oracular authority, and to which you 
profess such devoted and even abject submission, 
you should still hold, that it is possible to be saved 
out of " this true Catholic faith." 

May you retain this happy inconsistency, so 
long as you retain your connexion with Rome. 
Yet we must observe that you are acting in oppo- 
sition not only to the Fathers of Trent, but to the 
whole current of Romish authority from Thomas 
Aquinas to this last of the councils of the Papal 
church. The words of Aquinas are, " It is of 
necessity to salvation, to be subject to the Roman 
Pontiff." And a decree of Pope Boniface VIII. 
in the year 1294, extant in the canon law, runs 
nearly in the same words ; ** We declare, say, de- 
fine, and pronounce that it is absolutely necessary 
to salvation for every human creature to be sub- 
ject to the Roman Pontiff.'' But enough has been 
said on this topic. 

We believe you, when you acknowledge tljat 
it cost you much to cross a Rubicon like this ; 
that '* the step was full fraught with trial ; " and 
we regret to think, that it is still more fully fraught 
with danger to your own soul. Oh! that you 
should have done so much, and endured so much, 
to shake the very foundations of your hope, and 
to bring a cloud, — a dark and portentous cloud, — 
over the evening of your life ! 
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You tell us of approaching critical times^ of a 
" war against Christ and his Church ; " and we 
accept the solemn admonition. But you also tell 
us that the Romish Church is ** repairing her time 
honoured walls ; strengthening her ancient battle- 
ments and defences ; presenting her compact and 
insulated position as the city of God, in the midst 
of the earth, and that she is calling, especially on 
the Anglican Church, to join her, and to find pro- 
tection under her shadow." Dear Sir, it is the 
Syren's song ; and in the name of our God, we 
refuse to listen to it for a moment ! Shall the 
olive leave her fruitfulness to seek protection under 
the shade of the bramble made only to be burned ? 
It has pleased God to raise up our highly-favoured 
church as a barrier against the corruptions of past 
times, and the laxity of the present. On all sides 
she has been assailed ; but having survived many 
a stoi:m, we know, and are confident, that she will 
survive that which has swept you before it into 
the unfathomable abyss of Romanism. And al- 
though there may be others, who like yourself, 
shall prove unable to resist its force, the English 
church shall only be the more confirmed in her 
pure faith, in her holy purposes, in all the duties 
of her sacred calling ; like the tree, whose top- 
most branches may be broken, while its roots are 
strengthened by the fury of the tempest ! 

You have one passage on this subject, so very 
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remarkable, that we must quote it before we con- 
clude. You represent Rome as closing her invi- 
tation to our Church, with these words : (p. 50.) 
*' Your return to me will be like health to the fee- 
ble, and strength to the faint ; like an infusion of 
young blood into an aged frame. You will be 
welcomed with gladness, and rejoiced over with 
singing, and the joy of the earth shall be re-echoed 
and sustained by that of heaven ; the devout 
thanksgiving of the sixteenth Gregory, for the re- 
covery of the strayed sheep of his flock, will be 
taken up by the first of his name, the saint in hea- 
ven, for the renewal of that conversion of Eng- 
land, for which both he on earth so fervently prays, 
and he in heaven so continually intercedes." 

Now, as we did not happen to know, that St. 
Gregory I., "ever liveth to make intercession for 
us " in heaven, having supposed that office to be- 
long exclusively to One greater than he ; we should 
never have thought of such an argument, to per- 
suade British christians to return to their allegiance 
to the sixteenth of his name. The latter no doubt, 
would be very glad to receive us, whether he 
" prays fervently" for us, as you say ; or curses us 
once a year at Rome with all other heretics, as is 
more generally asserted. Having, however, no 
wish to infuse youthful blood in the aged frame of 
'* the Man of Sin," and no desire to gratify any 
Gregory from the first to the last of those who as- 
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sume the name ; we can only regret, as we do 
most sincerely, that it should ever have entered 
into your mind to pen such absurdity, or to expect 
that it could produce any desirable impression on 
the mind of your readers. The present Pope has 
enough to do, to keep Spain, and Austria, and 
Italy in order, without seeking again to filch Peter- 
pence out of Englishmen's pockets, for the glory 
of his tiara, and the good of their souls. 

We have written to you with all the plainness 
which christian regard demands at our hands. 
When we began this letter, our design did not 
extend beyond that of making a private appeal 
to you ; but our pages grew beyond the limits of 
a manageable correspondence, we reflected that 
the publication of your letter might do harm, es- 
pecially in this neighbourhood, where your former 
services were so highly appreciated, and we in- 
dulged the hope that we might by publishing our 
observations, serve the great cause of true religion 
and Protestantism ; and therefore, we have adopted 
the present mode of addressing you. 

We know not by whom you have been asked ; 
'* Why have you become a Catholic ?'* Our ques- 
tion would rather have been : " Why have you 
ceased to be a Catholic ?" Why have you for- 
saken the catholic church of England, for the 
Anti-catholic, the exclusive, the monopolising 
church of Rome? Why have you deserted ** the 
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pure and reformed part" of the universal church 
established in these realms, for the corrupt and 
decaying part, which proudly arrogates to itself 
the title of the whole ? Why have you forsaken 
the fountain of living water, to drink of the 
muddy stream of the Tiber, or to drain a few drops 
from the broken cisterns of Romanism which can 
hold no living water ? 

We have done ! May God follow with his bless- 
ing, this our earnest remonstrance with our friend 
and brother. Painful indeed has been our task; but 
if it should please God to awaken you from your 
present slumber, to show where you have begun to 
go wrong, to bring you back, step by step, to the 
point from which you set out on your devious 
course, if it should please Him to sound in yourears 
the solemn warning once given to the angel and 
church of theEphesians: ** Remember from whence 
thou art fallen, and repent, and do the first works ; 
or else I will come unto thee quickly, and will 
remove thy candlestick out of its place, except 
thou repent ; " and to attend you, by the still 
small voice of mingled mercy and reproof, till 
you shall say, ** What have I to do any more with 
idols ?" then shall we again rejoice over you as 
a sheep restored by infinite and everlasting mercy 
to the Saviour's fold; as a child, brought back 
to your heavenly Father's house, after all your 
wanderings. 
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With the deepest feelings of sorrow for your 
fall, and with fervent prayers for your recovery, 
we subscribe ourselves : 

Yours most sincerely, 

THOMAS DIKES. 
JOHN KING. 
WILLIAM KNIGHT. 

Hulh Feb. 10, 1842. JOHN SCOTT. 



To THE Rev. K. W. Sibthorp, B.D. 
&c. &c. 



L. AND (i. SEKI-EY, PKINTERS, THAMES DITTON. 
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